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» ‘Dup AprornTMENT OF A SEPARATE JuDGE of the Court 
of Probate is still agitated. We have already given our 
reasons for dissenting from such a proposal, and we still 
adhere to them. One judge has hitherto been sufficient 
for the work of that Court, and also the Court of Di- 
wvorce; and there is no reason to anticipate such an in- 
erease in the amount of .the a . these om 
to justify so large an increase of expenditure as wo 
Si camees ~~ appointment of a second judge. This 
to admitted by the advocates of the change. 
§ say, however, that although Sir Cresswell Cress- 
was able to get through his work, yet that, in fact, 
he was over-done, and that no ordinary man could have 
secomplished the task. But if the amount of labour 
may be judged by the number of days and hours which 
the sat in court, there is certainly no ground for this 
ion. Sir Cresswell Cresswell was able to observe 
‘all usual vacations, and, as a rule, did not commence 
ing until eleven o'clock in the day; and although 
his paper was well filled with the names of 
eauses, either in the Court of Probate or the Court. of 
Divorce, or both, yet many of them involved merely 
interlocutory applications of an almost formal character, 
such as in the superior Courts of Common Law and 
Equity are usually heard at chambers. It is said, how- 
‘ever, that the judge of the Probate Court would be very 
ae the Judicial Committee of the 
e same might be said of any other 





judge ; and a Probate judge, although in a few excep- 


So Tare Union Assessment Act, 1862, has given rise, as 
» We anticipated at the time of its passing, to some diffi- 


tional cases he might be peculiarly fitted for hearing 
appeals to the Privy Council, would not be as generally 
useful there as a common law or equity judge. If the 
members of the Judicial Committee are unable to get 
through their work, of course their number ought to be 
increased, but not, we think, by making a separate 
judge of Probate, who would confessedly have very in- 
‘sufficient employment in his own proper court. 


' culties. It has certainly failed in ensuring the equality 


' and uniformity of rating which it was intended to effect. 


| of inequalit 


The actual rent of land has been generally taken as the 
basis of valuation, for the purpose of calculating the “ net 
rateable Value.” This has been found to be productive 


© farms, while there has been a great diversity of practice 
in the allowance for repairs and insurance. It is a 
| pity that these important items were not settled by the 
a Lagistatre, or, at all events, that the Act of Parliament 
| did not lay down some rules upon the subject. The 
~ assessment of corn rents has also stood in the way of the 
| satisfactory operation of the statute ; and an opinion has 
| been taken, on behalf. of the Buckinghamshire Union 
,, Committee, which may serve as a guide for other unions. 
»The following is the Vase which has been submitted to 
jar. A. J. Stephens for his opinion :— 
pat: . Union Assessments Act. 

» An-Act (25 & 26 Vict. c. 103,) was passed last session to 
» amend the Act 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 96, passed for the purpose 
_ Of establishing a uniform mode of rating for the relief of the 
“poor. 
"~~ A question has arisen as to the principle of valuation of corn 
| Xents in several parishes in a union in Bucks, where the parishes 
_-have assessed themselves on different principles under the fol- 
" lowing circumstances. (The rentals and corn rents are stated 


< joceety) 

_— By an Act, 35 Geo. 3 (1795), passed for the enclosure of the 

|_patish of Steeple Claydon, Bucks, “ compensation to the vicar 

»in lieu of tithes (pp, 13, 14) was provided by corn rents, to be 

pPayable half-yearly, free and clear of all manner of parochial 
f other taxes, except land-tax.”’ 


as between the rating of large and small’ 





By an Act, 34 Geo. 3 (1794), passed for the enclosure of 
, Bucks, corn rents led for the vicar were 
(p. 11) similarly ‘to be payable free and clear from all manner 
of hial and other taxes, except land-tax. By an Act, 
37 Geo. 3 (1797), passed for the enclosure of Thornborough 
Bucks, the corn rents provided for the vicar were (p. 18) made 
‘« payable free and clear from all manner of jal taxes 
whatsoever, and also from all other taxes now imposed, except 
the land-tax.” 

The net rental cf Steeple Claydon is £6,000, of which £600 
is the value of the corn rent paid the vicar. ‘The ioners 
have presented their new assessment to the Committee of Union 
Assessment, and have charged themselves upon a value of 
£6,000. They have first stated the net rateable value of each 
occupation, after deduction of the tithe rent-charge, and then 
added in each instance to the net rental of the land the sum 
paid by the occupier to the vicar as his corn rent. 

The net rental of Akeley is £1,500, and the corn rents 
amount to £150. The net rental of Thornborough is £4,500, 
and the corn rents paid net to the vicar £450. 

The parishes of Akeley and Thornborough have assessed 
themselves at £1,350 and £4,050 respectively, omitting, there- 
fore, to assess themselves upon the value of the corn rents 
arising from the parish, but paid free of deduction to the vicar. 

The question arising on these returns is—whether the 
parishioners of Steeple Claydon or those of Akeley and Thorn- 
borough acted rightly ? 

So far as the levy of a purely parochial rate is concerned, it 
is obviously immaterial whether Steeple Claydon levies a 3s. 
rate upon £6,000 (producing £900), or whether it levies a 3s. 4d. 
rate upon £5,400; but as the assessment is to be the measure 
of contribution to union, common and county funds, the exemp- 
tion of these corn rents would diminish by 1-10th the. relative 
contribution of the parish paying them. 

Under these circumstances your opiftion is requested :— 

1. In what light these corn rents are to be regarded, and 
whether the value they represent is or is not liable to assess- 
ment? 

2, At what amounts the parishes of Steeple Claydon, Akeley, 
and Thornborough should be assessed? 


Upon this case Mr. Stephens has given the following 
opinion :— : 

The statute 25 & 26 Vict. c. 103, s. 15, declares that the 
gross estimated rental for the purpose of the schedule to that 
statute should be “‘the rents at which the hereditaments might 
be reasonably expected to let from year to year, free from all 
usual tenants’ rates and taxes, and tithe commutation rent- 
charge, if any.” The words “‘ tithe commutation rent-charge ” 
in such statute include all “ commutation rent-charges” for 
tithes whatsoever, and consequently the corn rents reserved 
under all Enclosure Acts in lieu of tithes. 

Tithe commutation rent-charges and corn rents, although 
allowed as deductions to the properties on which they are 
charged, are yet, as hereditaments forming part of the property 
in a parish, liable to assessment; but by the particular Enclo- 
sure Acts mentioned in this case, it was provided that “ all tithes, 
and compositions in lien of tithes, then payable, should cease 
and be for ever extinguished,” and that the corn rents payable 
in lieu thereof “ should be due and payable free and clear from 
all parochial and other taxes, except land tax.” I am of opi- 
nion:— 

1, That such corn rents are not liable to the parochial assess~ 
ment made in aid of the union, common and county funds, and 
that the tithe may be considered as extinguished in such wise 
that the land subject to the corn rent payable to the vicar is 
assessable for the purpose of the union at its full value as tithe 
free, 


2. That Steeple Claydon is rightly assessed at £6,000, and 
that Akeley and Thornborough should be assessed at £1,500 
and £4,500 respectively. A. J. Srernens. 

Mr. Hubbard; M.P., in a letter to the Times, remarks 
“that an opinion which, contrary to that of Dr. 
Stephens, would have assessed Steeple Claydon at £5,400, 
was apparently founded on an imperfect observation of 
the subject.” It had been observed— 

i, That “corn rents” were (by the Enclosure Acts) payable 
free of rates to the vicar. 

2. That “corn rents” as a form of tithe commutation are 
(by the Union Assessment Act) to be allowed as a deduction 
to the occupier of the lands charged. But it had-not been ob- 


3. That tithes, under whatever form they assume, are here- 
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ditaments liable to assessment, and that if corn rents free from 
rate are given to the vicar in exchange for assessable 
tithes, the tithe itself continues to be assessable in the posses- 
sion of the parishioners. 

Mr. Stephens regards the tithe as e ed by the 
Enclosure Acts cited, Soot Oa the decision 
delivered in 1824 in the case of Ohapfeld ¥. Ruston, in 
which the judges, confirming the non-rateability of the 
vicar’s corn rents, describe the land as ‘“exonerated from 
get the mo nere 4 Ria an bw tithes as 
“a ” or “ extinguished ens’s opinion 
is, that the extent of parochial I iabgy t ssement 
not altered by the Enclosure Acts. 


Tue Narionat AssociATIon FoR THE PRoMoTION OF 
Soctatz Scrence will hold its seventh annual meeting in 
Edinburgh, commencing on Wednesday, the 7th of Octo- 
ber next, and concluding on Wednesday, the 14th of 
October, under the presidency of Lord m. In 
the d t of “ Jurisprudence,” of which Cur- 
riehill is president, papers are invited on the following 
subjects :— 

I. The Principles of Jurisprudence and Legislation, 

II, Method of Legislation. 

Minister of Justice—Codification, and how to regu- 
late the Development and Authentication of Case 
Law—Revision and Consolidation of the Statute 
Law of Scotland antecedent to the Union—Ju- 
dicial Statistics. 

Ill. Administration of Justice. 

Organization and Discipline of the Legal Profession 
—Scotch Action of Declarator: its Uses and 
Abuses—English and Scotch Law of Prescription 


and Limitation of Actions—Law of Evidence in | 


Civil Cases—Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases 
—Jury Trial—Execution in one division of the 
kingdom of Judgments and Decrees pronounced 
in another—Public Prosecutors: Coroners’ In- 
quests : Ought they to be introduced into Scotland? 
—Preliminary Investigation in Criminal Cases: 
Ought they to be Public or Private?—Appeal in 
ie sae pag 
IV. Laws relating to 
The 17th Section of the Statute of Frauds—Transfer 
of Land—Succession to Property, and Restrictions 
i an on its Di tion. ae 
; ws relating to Personal ig 
Law of Marriage: Legitimation and Divorce—Law 
of Libel and @ Slander. 

Mr. Montague H. Cookson, of the equity Bar, and Mr. 
Arthur Ryland, ‘solicitor, Birmin cree mee are the general 
secretaries, and Professor Muirhead and Mr. J. og 
Smith are the local secretaries of this departmen 
the department of “Trade and International Law, es 
Pe rs are invited upon the following, amongst other, 

subjects :— 

Limited Liability as applicable to Partnerships. 

Capture and Destruction of Private Poparty at Sea by 
Belligerents, 

Laws of Blockade and Contraband. 

Professor Abdy and Mr. Andrew Edgar are the 
ral secretaries, and Mr. George Harrison, Pro 
Lorimer, and Mr. Thomas 8. Lindsay, ‘are the local > 
cretaries of this de Regalat a 

The following “ ons coneefning Papers” 
have been issued :— 

Ali communications concerning papers or other business of 
the meeting must be addressed to the General Secretary, 3, 
Waterloo-place, Pall Mall, London, S.W. 

Every paper must be sent to the General Secretary on or 
before the 23rd of September next. On the first page of évery 
paper must be written the subject, the’ name of the author, and 
his address, 

The Council reserve the right of rejecting any paper whigh 
they consider inappropriate, 

No paper must occupy in ee 

No paper already published can 

No paper, when read, can be published by the author (an- 
less by’ permission of the Coun) previo othe publinion 
of the Transactions of the Association for 1863 





The Council int paper, either in whole or i 
pat, oring eciietnth hom the Whenedsinis, os thay: ae6 fit. " 

Tue West Inpran Incumertep Estates Court has 
not been called upon to make a Parliamentary return , 
but we have obtained from the office of the Commis - 
sioners, 8, Park-street, Westminster, a list of the estate s 


pending, before acreage 
tates, so far as it appears, exceeds 40,000. 


months are £26,080, upon which there is a commission of 
‘one per cent., say £260, payable to Government towards 
the of the Commission. Besides the commission, 
‘we believe there are some fees to be credited. The results 
show very favourably as contrasted with the very unsa- 
tisfactory return lately furnished by the Land 
for Although the English scheme has not suc- 
ceeded very well, the t of an Incumbered Es- 
tates Court, which certainly was a success in I: 
eee a eee The _ 
as never tested; but a 
Sey marae are tet 
> ont e understand that an address, 
of the Se ee aoe 
Sean, teed tonded by Messrs. Freshfields, the solicitors 
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. Mx. Justice Brves hase 
for hearing poten meee fy 
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COMPANIES’ DEBENTURES. 

The Select Committee appointed by the House of Lords 
to report on the legislative measures which may be de- 
sirable to restrain railway directors from exceeding theit 
borrowing powers, finished their labours before thé 
conclusion of the session, and they are now in the shapé 
of a blue-book for general perusal. The appointment 
of the committee was suggested by the notorious West 
Hartlepool frauds, of which we gaye an account when 
the Bill in aid of the defrauded bondholders was be- 
fore Parliament. The questions propounded to the 
Committee were, as we have seen, not confined to that 
case, but were intended to be of general application—at 
least within the category of railway companies. We 
believe that the evil to be remedied is still more gene- 
ral, and that there are no om reasons why the same 
rules for the government of directors in exercising bor- 
rowing powers, and for the protection of bond or deben- 
ture creditors, should not be applicable to companies 
of every kind, without any distinction. It may be desir- 
able, however, to make the first experiment of legisla- 
tion in this direction within a limited area. At all 
events, this is more in accordauce with the ordinary 
practice of our Legislature;, and therefore the 
questions proposed to the Select Committee, and 
their answers thereto, are supported by precedent 
and - .The report proposes that a statement shall 
be published by every railway company twice a-year in 

the London Gazette, showing its capital and borrowing 
power, together with a declaration that the power has 
not been exceeded. It also proposes that every bond or 
debenture should bear an endorsement by the proper 
officers of the company, certifying that it formed a legal 

t of the debt of the company. While we acknow- 

e the great service rendered by the careful investi- 
gations of the Committee, we cannot but regard these 
eyes as altogether unsatisfactory and inefficacious. 

everal other propose which were made by indivi- 
duals are mentioned in the report. We take the follow- 
ing summary of them from a judicious article on the 
subject which appeared in Thursday’s Zimes :— 

Lord Redesdale suggested the appointment of a certain 
number of “loan directors,” who should confine their attention 
to the issue and re-issue of debentures. The only objection to 
the plan is that the remedy is too extensive for the evil, and 
that the shareholders would probably object to the multiplica- 
tion of officers, and to the consequent expense. The majority 
of witnesses preferred the establishment of « registration office 
at the Bank of England, where a check might be imposed on 
the issue of debentures beyond the borrowing power disclosed 
by the returns of the company. It was agreed on all hands 
that no publi department ought to make itself respopsible for 
the accuracy of the accounts, and that it would only be proper 
to provide against an excess which might be tested by the 
returns. . It is, perhaps, more likely that a railway chairman 
would seal an invalid debenture than that he would signa 
half-yearly statement of capital and debt which he knew to be 
false. If any margin is left between the more comprehetisive 
fraud and the special irregularity, the intervening space may 
afford room for legislation. The debenture issued in March 
may be compared with the returns of January, and the 
machinery which would prevent a discrepancy seems to be 
within the reach of legislative ingenuity. A certificate of re- 
gistration is in itself, like the endorsement ot debentures, an 
idle reiteration, which adds nothing to the security of the title. 

There is no use in marking a stolen horse, or in indorsing or 
registering an invalid debenture, The mischief is done when 
the original fraud is committed, and a competent functionary 
might prevent irregularity of issue, though he would be power- 
less against falsifications of accounts. Lord Powys proposed a 
distinctive stamp: but perhaps it would be more convenient 
that an adhesive stamp of.a particular form should be attached 
to each debenture when it was issued; and the proper depart. 
ment might furnish the company with a number of stamps 
corresponding to its legitimate wants. The London and North- 
Western grants no debentures under £1,000. Many other 
companies subdivide their acknowledgments of debt into 
smaller amounts. If a halfpenny stamp were imposed for 
ture, a y having power to 
borrow £100,000 would provide itself with two thousand 





stampé at an expénse of £4 3s. 4d. As the debetitures oh au 
crettge rid fet four peel; Wb entire cost would be about a 
pound a year, or # thotisand pounds for the w mass: of 
railway debentures. As the office would supply 

only on production of those which had been ca 

bondholders would have a sufficient guarantee against an 
beyond the published borrowing power. For protection against 
deliberate fraud they must rély on the character of thé cotti- 
panies and of their respective boards. 

The cominittee was also instractéd to report on thé expendi: 
ture of the fands of companies for unauthorised ae fag bat 
the subject was too extensive for the time allotted to the in- 
quiry, and perhaps an impression prevailed that a certain dis- 
cretion must be allowed to directors. There is at least no 
doubt that it has been largly exercised, for railway pitckanet 
have bought Jaitd, built hotels, and sometimes even t 
steamboats without parliamentary powers, Many companies 
are largly indebted on the security of documents called 
“Lloyd’s bonds,” which have never been contemplated by 
any Act of Parliament. The truth is, that devine ee 
desire to enjoy the same freedom of action with individual 
traders in addition to the monopoly which they already possess. 
If it is not convenient to pay a contractor in ready mouey, they 
substitute a “ Lloyd’s bond” instead of a bill at six months; 
and when they are projecting a new line or station 
it cheaper to contract for the land through their agents, before 
they have given public notice of their intention. 
tions ought to be vigilantly watched; but Parliament in tufn 
will do well to take into account the unforeseen emergenciés of 
new and experimental undertakings. A rigid limitation of the 
power of directors may in some cases be necessary for public 
purposes, but it would by no means uniformly promote the 
interests of shareholders. : 

It appears to us that Lord Powys’ scheme is the most 
simple and feasible of all that have yet been : 
but before any satisfactory plan can be framed, the 
general principle must first be determined. The 
tion is, assuming fraud or miscarriage on the part of the 
company in issuing bonds or debentures beyond their 
powers, whom does justice or public policy ee to 
suffer as between the two innocent classes of shate- 
holders and creditors ? Practically, it must be almost im- 
possible for any person whois willing to lend money to com- 

anies to ascertain whether, in fact, its borrowing by 
lieve not been, or are not now being, exceeded. Even if 
each lender could by age satisfy himself that the 

are still in force, the expense of such separate 

investigation, or else a premium for'a’ 
must im the result be borne and paid b 
holders; so that, economically consi the 
body of the.shareholders of all these companies must, 
in one shape or other, suffer from a rule which throws 
upon individual lenders the burden and risk of investi- 
gation. But, apart from such considerations, there is 
the abstract question of justice and as between 
these two classes—and as to this it d not be for- 

otten that the directors are the agents of the share- 
holders, and not of lenders. It is true that the deéd 
of settlement defines the directors’ powers, and there- 
‘fore, if the lenders have a reasonable opportunity of as- 
certaining that their loans are in excess of these powers, 
they ought not to be able to enforce them agaist the 
shareholders; but practically no such opportunity is 
afforded or possible to the lenders. Hither the books 
of the company show or do not show that 
powers have been exceeded. If they do, then 
shareholders ought to know it, and ought not to 
allowed to take advantage of a state of things 
for which they are ee If do not, and 
fair investigation would not disclose the fact of excess, then 
the case is reduced to one of mere fraud or mi 
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IS THE RIGHT TO FREEBENCH EXTINGUISHED 
BY THE ENFRANCHISEMENT OF COPYHOLDS? 

Few lawyers will have much difficulty in saying that 
generally Vase 5 the above question must be answered 
in the affirmative. The right to freebench does not 
generally attach until the death of the copyholder; 
and copyhold customs commonly give the wife her portion 
only out of those copyholds of which her husband died 
seised. “ Freebench, therefore, is in general no impedi- 
ment to the free alienation by the husband of his copy- 
hold lands without his wife's concurrence ” (Williams on 
Real Property, 4th ed. 321). 


But in several manors, freebench attaches upon all 
lands of which the husband was seised at any time during 
the coverture. How will enfranchisement affect the 
wife’s right in such manors as these? The question is 
exceedingly curious and subtle; and, moreover, in these 
days of much enfranchisement, it has become a very im- 
portant one. We are acquainted with a case in which 
this question was the point at issue. This case relates 
to the important manor of Cheltenham ; and by discuss- 
ing the details of that case we shall hope to be of prac- 
tical use to our readers interested in property in that 
fashionable watering-place, and by this means also we 
may be able to get a firmer grasp on the general ques- 
tion. 

According to the original custom of the manor of 
Cheltenham, a wife was entitled to freebench only in 
those lands of which her husband died seised; but she 
as entitled to dispose of the whole of such lands for 
her life and twelve Moe after, or if she married again her 
second husband had them. But in the first year of the 
reign of Charles I., the customs of this manor were 
materially altered by a private Act of Parliament, section 
8 of which enacts “ that the wives of all and every the 
copyholders of the said manors (i.¢., Cheltenham and 
the adjoining manor of Charlton Kings), and every of 
them, shall from henceforth have for dower, during their 
lives, the third part only of their husband’s customary 
lands ;” and then it goes on to direct how such third 
part shall be assigned by the homage. 


This Act of Parliament, and especially the 8th section, 
came under the consideration of the aah Bench in 
the case of Doe d. Riddell v. Gwinnell, 1 Q. B. Rep. 
682. In that case, John Riddell had, in his lifetime, 
been a copyholder in the manor of Cheltenham, but 
conveyed his copyholds in his lifetime. He died, leav- 
ing his widow, Jane Riddell, him surviving ; and not- 
withstanding the conveyance by her husband, she 
claimed her “dower” out of the copyholds so conveyed, 
and the Court held that she was entitled to such dower. 
In delivering the judgment of the Court, Lord Denman, 
C. J., said, ‘ This section (the 8th, above mentioned) in 
the enacting parts, has no words confining its operation 
to lands of copyholders dying tenants, or lands of which 
they died seised, but in the proviso for preservation 
of old rights it has, thereby making a marked distinc- 
tion: and when it is considered that the widow’s right 
was reduced from the whole for her life and twelve years 
after, to one-third for her life, the distinction can hard] 

have been unintentional.” By this and other verbal criti- 
cisms of the Act, the Court arrived at the conclusion 
that in the manor of Cheltenham the widow of a copy- 
holder is entitled to dower in all copyhold lands of 
which her husband has been seised at any time during 
the coverture, and this notwithstanding that the husband 
has done all that he can to convey the property away in 
his lifetime. Accordingly, since that case, the practice 
bas become universal to join the wife in all surrenders 
by her busband of his copyholds—the concurrence of the 
wife being protected from marital control by her being 
separately examined by the steward. Thus we arrive at 
the conclusion that, as a general rule, a wife of a copy- 


holder in the manor of Cheltenham cannot be deprived 


sent. This result, by other means, obtains in other 
manors, and the question before us is,—Does enfran- 
chisement furnish an exception to this rule? or, in other 
words, Can the lord and his tenant, by a deed between 
themselves, convert the copyhold into freehold, so as 
thereby to affect the vested interest of the copyholder’s 
wife, who is not a party to the deed? We think not. 


Before producing the argument in favour of our own 

view, we will notice that which has been urged on the 

other side. It is said that freebench in copyholds is 

dependent on the tenure, and the tenure being gone— 

i.e. converted into freehold—the freebench goes with 

it; that hereon the Cheltenham Manor Act is silent, and 

that, accordingly, there is nothing in this case, any more 

than in any other manor, to prevent the merger of the 
copyhold estate in that of the fee simple. Watkins also 

says (vol. 1, p. 450), “As the premises are abso- 

lutely severed from the manor, and the tenure changed 
into frank fee, all customs which attached to copyhold 
tenure within the manor of which they were before 
held, must of necessity have ceased with respect to them.” 
And at p. 55, vol. 2, he says, ‘A custom attached 
to the tenure of the lands must be gone on the destrue- 
tion of that tenure.” And again, at p. 69, vol. 2, he says, 
“If an absolute enfranchisement or extinguishment take 
place in the lifetime of the husband, the widow can, of 
course, have no claim; as on such enfranchisement or 
extinguishment the premises must cease to be copyhold.” 
As authorities for these propositions, Watkins refers to 
Lashmere v. Avery, Cro. Jac. 126 ; and Dugworth v. Rad- 
Jord, Com. Jo. 462. It has further been urged that the 
effect of enfranchisement deprives the widow of her 
remedy in the Lord’s Court, and that this at least de- 
prives her of her legal (as distinguished from her equi- 
table) claim to freebench. 

It must be admitted that the foregoing is a very solid 
argument. But to all these reasons (except the last) 
there is this large and general answer—the destruction of 
the copyhold tenure cannot affect rights incident to that 
tenure, which have been acquired by third persons for a 
valuable consideration. Marriage is a valuable conside- 
ration, and at common law a wife could not, by any civil 
transaction of her husband, be deprived of her dower. 
Copyholds are free from the effect of the recent Dower 
Act; and, therefore, in those manors where dower or 
freebench attaches immediately on the acquisition of a 
copyhold, the wife's claim is surely as indestructible as 
dower at the common law. She has given a valuable 
consideration for this right by changing her mode of 
life. Test it this way—suppose a copyholder, in exer- 
cise of a custom in the manor, were to grant a lease and 
afterwards take an enfranchisement, would the lessee’s 
term be gone by the extinguishment of the tenure out 
of which that term had been granted? Surely not. 
And yet the lessee’s term would, in such a case, be depen- 
dent on the tenure in as great a degree as a wife's right to 
dower or freebench, when her claim is of the kind under 
discussion. 

Again, Riddell v. Gwinnell decides that a husband’s 
conveyance of his copyholds will not deprive his wife of 
her claim when that claim arises in respect of all lands 
of which he was seised at any time during the coverture. 
And yet, gud the husband, the copyhold tenure has 
sical to exist by the fact of his conveyance. His status 
at the period of his death can furnish no right to his 
wife. hen the wife makes her claim, her husband’s 
tenure is gone; and yet she can make her claim notwith- 
standing. And how can this be explained except on the 
broad general principle that, in those manors where this 
custom exists, the wife’s claim to dower or freebench is - 
wholly beyond the power of her husband, and that it 
will exist even where he has wholly denuded himself of 
the property, and, @ fortiori, where he has only converted 

the property so as to hold the same by a different tenure? 
or te we shrink from reconciling the passages 





of her dower except by her legally authenticated con- 


quoted from Watkins with the arguments we have 
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advanced. The statements in Watkins, and the cases 
cited by him, have reference only to the general law of 

holds, which a wife is only entitled to free- 
bench out of lands of which her husband dies seised. 
These authorities are therefore inapplicable to the 
question we have discussed. Generally — a 
wife's claim to freebench is dependent on the state of 
facts as they may be found to exist at the death of her 
husband, and consequently her claim is generally in the 
power of her husband ; and if he takes an enfranchise- 
ment, he of course does not die seised of his copyhold, 
and consequently the wife is not entitled to freebench. 
But the converse of this reasoning would seem to show, 
very conclusively, that enfranchisement will not deprive 
the wife of her freebench, where that claim does not 
depend on the condition of things at her husband's 
death, but where it arises upon all copyholds of which 
her husband was seised at any time during the cover- 
ture. 

The reasons we have hitherto advanced in favour of 
our own view are as applicable to all manors in which 
the special custom we have referred to exists, as they 
are to the manor of Cheltenham. But in aid of the 
argument in this particular manor, reference may be 
made to the peculiar words of the Act settling its cus- 
toms. Firstly, it may be noticed that by sect. 8, already 
referred to, the wife's claim is called “ dower.” Can the 
use of this word be accidental, when the common word 
was “ freebench ?” Secondly, as noticed in the judgment 
of Riddell v. Gwinnell; the rights of wives in this 
manor were by the Act rendered less in extent, and there- 
fore ought to be regarded as more secure in quality, 
than their old rights under the previous custom. 
Thirdly, by sect. 2, the descent in this manor was 
thenceforth directed to be ‘in fee simple according to 
the rules of common law ;” with certain exceptions 
not touching the present question. And all this goes to 
show that in this manor, at least, a wife’s claim to 
“ dower” is as indestructible as her claim to dower in 
her husband's freeholds would have been at common 
law prior to the recent Dower Act. Why then should 
this claim be taken from her by enfranchisement ? 
True, her husband would thereby acquire a freehold 
in which she might some day obtain a right to dower ; 
but such a right would be less valuable than her former 
right, because it would now be within her husband's 
power to deprive her of it, whilst her former right 
would not be so in jeopardy. 


As to the argument that enfranchisement deprives the 
widow of her remedy in the Lord’s Court, Riddell v. 
Gwinnell seems a sufficient answer to that. In the 
judgment (p. 687) occurs this passage—“ An objection 
was made that the third part is to be set forth by the 
homage ; and it was asked ‘how can the homage present 
the death of a person who did not die tenant ? We see 
no objection to their presenting the death of any per- 
son, whether tenant or not, upon whose life any copy- 
hold estate may depend, or by whose death any copy- 
hold estate may be affected, or any new estate arise.’ 


Upon the whole, then, it appears to us that in the 
manor of Cheltenham, and in other manors where a 
similar right exists, the mere enfranchisement between 
lord and tenant doves not deprive the wife of her title to 
dower or freebench. If it be wished to take an enfran- 
chisement free from the wife’s claim, she ought either to 
surrender her interest to the lord, or it may be enough 
for her to join in the enfranchisement deed for the pur- 
pie of releasing her right. If the enfranchisement has 

m taken without the wife's concurrence, purchasers, 
mo: and others taking a conveyance of the pro- 
perty, ought to require the concurrence of the wife if 
she be erg Of course any deed in which the wife 
may join will have to be acknowledged by her under 
the provisions of the Fines and Recoveries Act. 








LEGAL COLLEGES IN ENGLAND.* 

An elaborate account of our English institutions for the edu- 
cation of lawyers has recently appeared in a German legal 
periodical.t Although it contains little that is new to our 
readers, we have thought it would be interesting to them to 
know what a German lawyer has to say about them, and we 
propose, therefore, to give a translation of the article at length. 
It is as follows:— 

Our German fatherland has long enjoyed with other nations 
the reputation of being a land of thought, German science 
is everywhere esteemed and acknowledged, and German edu- 
cation, so far as it has the mental equipment of man in view, 
takes a well-deserved place at her side as an equal and sister, In 
fact, there is scarcely any other country in which the 
of youth for a profession is so well and so thoroughly provided 
for as in ours; for where is this object pursued with such 
variety and yet with such profound depth—where by such an 
united co-operation of the best energies of the ? But 
what is to be said of German science and education in general, 
may be said specially in relation to the science of law, and 
the learned professional education of young jurists. T 
with our philosophy, it is our jurispradence which, without 
vain-glory, exalts us; and we feel proud of our Eichhorn and 
our Savigny. In nocountry is the academical instruction 
in this profession so carefully supplied as in our faculties of 
law, and nowhere will the new disciple of Justinian leave the 
university on an average with such complete theoretical know- 
ledge. But here, on the boundary line between theory and 
practice, between the learning youth and the working man, 
the leaf is turned over. In the further course of a juridical 
life, from the moment of entrance on business, it is unha 
to be described as less brilliant. The judicial rank is in 
Germany more numerous than anywhere else. The widely ral- 
ing principles of “collegiate” action ; the heavy snail’s pace of our 
manifold, yet unconquered, written proceedings; a natural pro- 
pensity to solidity; and the various accessory business which is 
with us assigned to the judicial authorities—all these are cir- 
cumstances which render a strong force of judicial functionaries 
necessary. ‘The practical portion of a young man’s education 
is usually directed under a prevailing idea of his probable 
future position as a judge. From the lecture-room he is called 
into an office, which in most cases continues his residence for 
life, Thence come those thousands of students in our courts 
of justice, who become associates in time, and enter late upon 
the office of master. It has been cynically, but not quite un- 
suitably, called a proletariate. Of those also who do not seek 
for office, but prefer the independent calling of a lawyer, 3 
good share must nearly everywhere undergo that first, and, 
what is worse, they have it generally not in their power to 
follow their own inclination. 

The utility of a practical system of instruction for beginners 
in the tribunals cannot be doubted. It appears, however, to be 
an evil that this education has become exclusive to the degree 
which it is with us, and that, notwithstanding the one-sidedness 
of its direction and aim, it is forced upon the individual. The 
legal profession in our country, in so far as it is contented with 
this arrangement, may be reproached with a certain narrow- 
mindedness. ‘The fact of serving from the lower ranks upwards, 
creates an expectation of an assured provision later in the 
service of the State. Though this prospect may be neither 
near nor brilliant, yet it has the hearts of many, and is 
ferred to an independent course, which would throw 
individual entirely ‘on his own resources. This is often, 
the outset, owing to a want of courage and of self-reliance— 
peculiarities which, however, are surely not awakened by the 
certainty of advancing gradually as a matter of course, without 
special effort. On the side of the State, also, an injustice is 
committed. It must decidedly be recognised as a of the 
citizen of that State, after he has, not without a sacrifice, ob- 
tained a judicial education, and shown proofs of having done 
so, to earn his bread. by means of this acquired 
The possibility is, on the other hand, by no means universally 
offered in Germany. In most (German) countries, the State 
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thinks it has done enough when it gives the jurist who has 
finished his studies professional employment in its tribunals, 
and secured the prospect of future position. To this end, it 
places a guard at the door of the profession, and only admits 
a limited number. Such, however, as are without means, and 
need an immediate provision, can as little live upon-mere work 
as upon a bare prospect. It is true that it is not everyone 
who offers himself that can be made a paid judge. The 
salaried offices must be numbered. The profession of advo- 
cate must, however, for that very reason, be thrown opon. 
This appears to be a simple command of justice, quite apart 
from other considerations of utility, and the moral attraction 
which a free jegal profession will always possess above one 
fettered by dependence. 

The grounds which are commonly urged against such an 
arrangement arise, in a great part, from prejudice and imagina- 
tion only. Anxiety has, indeed, been expressed, lest the 
public should be torn to pieces and devoured by the troop of 
advocates who would be let loose if the wise State were to 
withdraw its guardianship. That this is not the case, and that 
the public would, on the contrary, be better served by a free 
legal profession, the example of other countries ought to teach 
us, in which the legal profession is, in fact, placed on the broad- 
est foundation. In France, as in England, the young man who 
has finished his studies is an advocate. It is left to his own 
efforts, and to them alone, to acquire clients by energy and 
industry. The tribunals there know neither assessors nor 
referendaries, but on one side only a body of subalterns who 
do not study, and ure thereby shut out from all advancement; 
on the other, the judges, invested with the full dignity and 
enjoyment of their office. These, however, are appointed 
from the approved members of the legal profession. The 
fruits of this system bear the best testimony to its efficacy; 
and in this case, as in others, unconditional liberty appears to 
be the best regulator. What legal body in Germany has men 
like Berryer, Jules Favre, and Andre, to show at its head, of 
whom it can say, “I made these?” The matter stands thus: 
each one has the possibility of earning for himself, and this is 
his right. In order to rise, however, a young man must exert 
his brain, and seek to gain confidence; and that is as it should 
be. The whole body watches over the honour of the profession 
with a jealousy which no authority can equal in weight. For 
the State which has to appoint a judge, the able practice of a 
candidate as an advocate is the best examination. I believe, 
therefore, that in these things we might learn much from our 
neighbours beyond the Rhine and the North Sea. 

With this idea, I wish, by a description of the peculiarly 
constructed colleges of law in England, to bring an addition to 
the knowledge of the profession of advocate, and of the system 
of judicial education in that country, Iacknowledge myself 
to be by no means an unconditional admirer of those arrange- 
ments. They are defective in many points, which I shall 
bring forward as opportunity occurs, especially in the remark- 
ably incomplete manner in which the theoretical education of 
the young man is provided for. But, in spite of this, I am of 
opinion that, from the spirit of the institutions as a whole, 
many good and fruitful thoughts may be extracted and made 
useful to ourselves. During a stay of many months in Eng- 
land I gave this subject my special attention. I do not, indeed, 
possess the necessary experience to pronounce a competent 
judgment, or to utter accusations generally, and must there- 
fore confine myself to a simple description, leaving the rest to 
the more mature reader. Yet I hope the matter collected will 
accomplish so much as to give those who are not intimately 
acquainted with those institutions an outward sketch of them. 

The subject divides itself best into four sections, with the 
following contents :— 

IL. Introductory Historical Remarks—Separation of the 
Legal System and of Judicial Instruction in England 
—Rise of the Law Colleges. 

II. The Present Constitution of the Institutions. 

IIL. The Legal Instruction given in them. 

IV. Incidental View of certain Kindred Institutions. 


(To be continued.) 








EQUITY. 


Equity to 4 Serr_ement. 
Wallace y. Auldjo, L. J., 11 W. R. 972. 
. The decision of the Lords Justices in this case, affirm- 
4 


as it does the decision of Vice-Chancellor Kinders- 
(see 11 W. R. 797), conclusively settles a question 





of importance which has been long mooted, and some- 


times touched by decision, but yet remained open until 
the present time. It is now settled law that, where a 
married woman files her bill to enforce her equity to a 
settlement, and dies before decree, the equity is extin- 
ished, and does not enure for the benefit of her chil- 
ren. As, therefore, in this case, all benéfit of the suit 
was lost by her death, and the bill thus became without 
foundation, it was dismissed with costs—although, pro- 
bably, if the wife had lived, the suit would have been 
successful, and the children have reaped the benefit of 
it—virtually as if they had been co-plaintiffs. It is 
unnecessary to point out to solicitors the obvious impor- 
tance of this decision, not only as the interests 
of children in such cases, but also as regards the risk 
attending the institution of suits of this kind, where 
the sole object is to enforce the equity to a settle- 
ment. Apart from the last-mentioned consideration, 
the case is of considerable interest as marking an epoch 
in a branch of law which is of comparatively modern 
origin, and although of a more than usually arbitrary 
and unscientific character, is nevertheless of consider- 
able social interest and importance. 

Although courts of equity do not differ from courts 
of law with regard to the general principle that marriage 
is a gift to the husband of all the personal sragety to 
which the wife is entitled in ion, and of all to 
which she may become entitled if reduced into posses- 
sion during the coverture, yet they r ise in the 
wife an equity to a settlement for the benefit of herself 
and children out of her own fortune, which they will 
enforce against the husband out of any property belong- 
ing to the wife which happens to be in the possession or 
under the administration of the Court, The equity 
attaches somewhat in the way of a lien. The Court 
will not actively enforce it against. the husband a3 to 
any property not within its own dominion, The 
original jurisdiction appears to have been founded on 
the maxim that he who seeks equity must do equity ; 
and so a court of equity, although” recognising the 
effect of the rule of law which gives the whole of the 
wife’s personal property to her husband, yet refuses 
to afford its aid in any way to the husband in recovering 
his wife’s property, and will not part with it to him 
unless upon the condition of his making a provision out 
of it for his wife and children. For a long period this 
doctrine was acted upon only in cases of mere per- 
sonalty; but a few years ago, Lord Cottenham, in 
Sturgis v. Champneys, extended it to the wife’s equitable 
interests in real estate, and this decision has since been 
followed ; so that now the wife’s equity is held to include 
all the unsettled property to which she is entitled, 
though it may have yested in her before marriage. 
This equitable doctrine is, in truth, itself founded upon 
the legal coaceptien of the marital status. If marriage 
is a gift to the husband of the wife’s personal estate, and 
entitles him to receive her rents, so it also imposes 1pon 
him the legal obligation of maintaining his wife and her 
children; and it is, indeed, a deiect of the common 
law that there are no modes by which the husband can 
be prevented from depriving himself of the means of 
falflling this obligation, although they may, in fact, 
have been supplied by the wife herself. Courts of 
equity have, Sheraton drawn a distinction between 
cases in which the wife takes merely a life interest, and 
those in which she takes an absolute interest. In the 
former case it is impossible to make provision for 
the children, and therefore, unless there has been 
misconduct on the part of the husband, the Court will 

nerally allow him the income of the fund. It bein, 
‘his duty to maintain the wife, he will not be deprived o 
the fund intended for her support unless a special equity 
arises from the husband's failure or misconduct in dis- 
charge of his duty. Wherever the wife takes an abso- 
lute interest no such special equity is necessary ; but, 





on the other hand, the wife cannot claim a ion for 
herself alone, independently of her children, as in such 















SF eee es ee ae lee 


9 
r 
a 











Ang. 29,1863. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. - 799 








cases the Court always acts with a view to the benefit of 
her children as well as of herself, It is said that there 
is no instance of a case in which the wife had an absolute 
interest where she sueeeeded in obtaining a settlement 
ype Roy stan of her ars The Ores 
truth, to act just as a prudent t wou 
in the tion of i proper sethiomnp and there- 
the children equally with the wife. It is 
wonder, then, that the question should be raised 
such an equity survives to the children on 
their mother, or that it should have 
gested that the children have an abstract right 
mother’s property. There is no case, however 
e children were allowed to assert an indepen- 
ity, and it has always been considered that the 
ement was personal to the wife, and 
asserted by or through her; and it was 
in Hod y. Hodgens, 11 Bli. N. 8. 104, 
i right, even after a settlement under 
‘approved, she might defeat the inter- 
“ a The question wt ie ater 
allace v, Auldjo is, therefore, obyjously 
of no little difficulty. It had been previously 
decided that where a decree was made for a proper set- 
tlement for the wife and children, an actual settlement 
before the death of the wife was not necessary in order 
to ” itle to the children, who, it was considered, 
might enforce their claim by supplemental bill. In the 
above-named case the wife died before decree, but after she 
had yd her bill claimed the equity on behalf of herself 
and children ; and it is now settled that in such a case 
the geenge| we — to maintain the ve pred 
own t, that the equity is extinguish e 
three equity judges—the Viee-Chancellor and the Lords 
of opinion that the equity did not attach 
ve NT 4 al syrup Magi We 
a writer in the Jurist, in etting 
thet the Court did not lay down a different rales that 
the equity might attach at an earlier period, As the law 
now @ bill may be dismissed with costs as the 
result of a mere accident, althoug’ 
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filed it was based upon good vier whieh igclaisle 
was t was n equity—which is c 
pains another any principle of the Court. The 

endant in such a suit may thus be enabled, by mere 
contrivance and delay, to defeat the unquestionable 
right of the plaintiffs; and the children and their ad- 
yisers will be placed in circumstances of embarrassment 
end risk to which they ought not to be exposed, as it 
us, unless for some stronger reasons than 
a we have read in the judgments of the learned 
judges who decided this case. 





BANKRUPTCY LAW, 


REMOVAL OF ASSIGNEES FOR NEGLECT OF DUTY.— 
Where assignees are chosen at the instance of the bank- 
s solicitor, who has the sole control of the estate, 


DisMissaL OF PETITION FOR ADJUDICATION PRESENTED 
BX DEPTOR AGAINST HImsELF.—The operation of the 


199th of the Act, 1861, is not con- 
fined to the dismissing of ions which may be pre- 
sented ad ; the section applies generally to all 
anti Per hove Re J. B. Clath, 
—, m.—. . 
11 W.R 





dig 28-—ie Re Wilma mm ce? ho had been 
‘ _ Ww. 

a in the Lewisham Road, applied for his release from 
gustody. It appeared that the ba aplacesg 





day as he was leaving the court, having just previou 
his until the 29th of October. He me his pro- 
paper to the officer of the S' * Court, but the 


arrest was insisted upon, and the bankrupt was conveyed 


to prison. 

Mr. Denny, for the bankrupt, contended that his client 
had beer: improperly arrested. He said that the Sheriffs’ Court 
had no jurisdiction to order the arrest of a debtor who had 
obtained the protection of this Court. 

The CommassionEr thought the order of protection should 
be upheld, and ordered the release accordingly. 


The following are the results of the gaol delivery in the 


metropolitan district, made by Mr. Regi Roche on Friday, 
the 21st inst.. Since the abolition of the Queen’s Prison there 
are only two debtor prisons in the district—Horse- 
monger-lane Gaol and Whi Prison. In the former 


the number of prisoners confined for debt on the 21st was 20; 
of these 10 were included in the gaoler’s return made on the 
1st of the month; and of these three were adjudicated bank- 
tupts and released; the othets, either as ba who had 
been remanded, or who had not been 2 sufficient in prison, 
were not dealt with. At Whitecross-street the number of 


County Court commitments; the number returned by the 
gaoler on the Ist of the month as coming within the jurisdic- 
tion of the registrar was 26. Of these 14 were adjudicated 

and released; the remainder were not dealt with, 
because the debtors had not been in prison sufficient time, or 
seme gnevs Os aiebe eovetunenyy- wie Soe emrear: These 
details may lead to the inference that a system of friendly 
arrests as a preliminary pa. poreey is still very 
pore. Although the number of debtors in prison prior to 

tober, 1861, was large, the number is not so 

diminished as might have been expected, there being @ con- 
tinnal influx of new comers. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 
Will Nemo send a copy of the book, or mention where it is 


to be had. 
; Sratus or Manacine CLERKS. 

Those of your who have been in the hahit 
of writing to your journal grievously complaining of the new 
rules relating to the preliminary examination, seem to haye 
entirely forgotten the object for which that examipation was 
established. I believe I am not far from the truth in stating 
that it was established in order to exclude from the 
all who are not gentlemen by birth and education. No one 
who has received the education of a gentleman need be in the 





are enfirely wanting in that tact, refinement, and wytinahing 
integrity which are absolutely necessary to enable a 
to discharge his duties honourably and satisfactorily. 
Though there are doubtless many very honourable excep: 
tions, I believe the majority of the black sheep would on in- 
quiry turn out to have been “ten year” clerks to whom their 
employers had given their articles. I believe that not only 
the profession, but the public, owe a great debt of gratitude to 
those gentlemen who were instrumental in getting the pre- 
liminary examination set. on foot, and I must express an 
earnest hope, shared by many others, that nothing will be 
done which can in any way weaken the good effect which it 
will have if it is conscientiously and rigorously enforced. 
Aug. 24. 
Your impressions of the 8th and i 
letters on this subject, and in p, 788 of the latter i 
apposed Sie Asunal Kepy of Sie. Spotepenaes 142 is 
wing the result of the late preliminary examinations, 





| August, 1862, twenty-two were postponed and seyenty- 
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clerk, and therefore can only wish them success, and tell them 
that many solicitors (some of them members of the Incor- 
Law Society, who protested against the rules when 
contemplated) wish them the same. X. Y. Z. 
Aug. 25. 





Stamp Dories, 

To reply to the inquiry of “S, 8.” last week; The stamp 
required is, I think, only 10s., as the deeds of covenant named 
come clearly, I conceive, within the clause of the Act which 
says—“ Any separate deed of covenant made on the sale,” &c.; 
and the primary transaction which calls for these deeds (and 
but for which they would not have been given) is the sale 
from A. to D. 

I have no hesitation in saying that the commissioners would 
affix the adjudication stamp on payment of the 10s. only, al- 
though, in my humble opinion, the case is too clear to require 
recourse being had to their adjudication. 

While referring to this clause of “ covenant” in the 13 & 14 
Vict. c, 97, it may be well to add that it is one above all 
others, in modern Stamp Acts, fruitful of difficulties, and in 
applying which error is very often fallen into; having myself 
known of two cases recently where penalty had to be paid 
by reason of deeds being thought to come under this clause, 
but afterwards found to require higher duty. It is importent 
to observe, that while the clause. names many purposes for 
which the deed may operate, yet that it is restrictive to these 
specific purposes; and in particular, the deed must not, as a 
rule, contain words-of “ conveyance.” One of the two deeds 
I have alluded to was a “ deed of covenant” (only so called or 
indorsed) for the surrender of copyholds upon mortgage of the 
same (to secure £500). The deed, however, contai a 
“ grant and release” of certain doubtful interests in some of 
the property, by the mortgagor, and was stamped 10s.; and 
upon the re-conveyance (indorsed) being taken to be stamped, 
the solicitor objected to the 10s. stamp on the ground that 
the words I have quoted constituted a “ conveyance,” and that 
consequently the deed should have been stamped 12s, 6d., 
coming under the head of “ Mortgage,” as a deed of further 
assurance and further security. 

I have in a former letter (No. 16, p. 306) remarked, as other 
of your correspondents since have, that very many difficulties 
and inconsistencies would be removed (and those named in the 
present letter amongst them) if the “deed” stamp was re- 
duced to 10s, HF. H. 

London, August 24. 





: A New “Dopace,” 
Tn the Western Times newspaper of Friday, the 21st instant, 
is the following advertisement :— 


AW.—Persons objecting to disclose their business 
to a country attorney can have any legal questions answered in 
attorney, on sending statements of 


writing by an experienced London 
r. Snell, 10, Symonds’-inn, 


facts and 5s. in stamps, 
Chancery-lane, WiC. London. agin 
As I do not find Mr. Snell's name in the Law List, perhaps 
some of your readers will kindly tell me who and what this 
Mr Snell, who advertises cheap law, is. I am very sorry to 
see that “an experienced London attorney” should be s0 
“stumped up” as to be obliged to advertise for business in this 
manner: it clearly shows that “the law is come ? i pretty 
“A Ao vig i 


Aug. 24, 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr, Henry Watson, of Aylesbury, has been appointed a 
al commissioner for taking the acknowl ents of 

deeds by married women, for the county of Bucks. 
Mr. Josern Brann Watxer, of Belper, Derby, has heen 
appointed a commissioner to administer oaths in the High 
Court of Chancery in England, 
Mr. Jounx Jesse Hanpuey, of Mansfield, Notts, has been 
appointed a commissioner to administer oaths in the High 
Court of Chancery in England. 
Mr. Davip Liorp, of Lampeter, Cardigan, has been ap- 
pointed a commissioner to administer oaths in the High Court 
of Chancery in England. 
A vacancy in the Court of Probate has been occasioned by 
the death of Mr, Henry Jones, principal clerk at seat No, 6, 





PROVINCES. 


AruerToN.—A man named Peter Cleworth and thirteen 
others were on Monday last convicted at the Atherton petty 
sessions, and fined §s, each and 6s. 6d. costs, for making hay on 
a Sunday. The case was attended with many circumstances 
which tend to make the conviction somewhat remarkable. It 
originally came on a month previously, and had been ad- 
journed in order that the justices might have an opportunity 
of studying the ancient statutes on Sabbath-breaking. 

at length discovered an old ‘Act of Charles II, bearing on the 
case, they proceeded to mulct the defendants in the amounts 
mentioned. Cleworth and his thirteen fellow-culprits refused 
to pay a farthing, on the ground that the decision was illegal. 
An offer was made to several of the defendants that if. they paid 
the costs of the proceedings no conviction would he recorded 
against them. ‘They, however, refused to avail themselves of 
the leniency of the Bench, and objected to pay anything. 
It is understood that distress warrants are to be issued against 
those defendants who are householders, and that others are to 
be placed in the stocks, in accordance with the provisions of the 
statute under which the conviction took place. A local paper 
says that the entire proceeding has created much indignation 
in Atherton, and that many people are of ‘opinion that such 
decisions have # tendency to bring justices’ justice into cons 


tempt. 


FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


_ FRANCE. 
_  Dowation ror CLericat Purposes. 

The Civil Tribunal of the Seine has recently given judgment 
in an action brought by the Countess de Rosselmini Gualandj 
and Baron de Maistre, as representatives of the late Princess 
de Bethune, against the temporal administration of the church 
of St. Thomas d’Aquin, to recuver a sum of 120,000f. advanced 
to the administration by their relative under the following cir- 
cumstances :—Some time since the city of Paris offered to pur- 
chase a house worth 250,000f., for the residence of the curé, on 
condition that one-half of the amount should be paid by the 
temporal administration of the church in the course of ‘ten 

The offer was accepted, and the Princess de Bethune, to _ 
enable the administration to fulfil the conditions, made a dona- 
tion to the church of 120,000f., of which she was to receive the 
interest as long as she lived. On the decease of the Princess, 
her heirs demanded the return of the donation, on the ground 
that the administration could not legally accept it without first 
obtaining the authorisation of the Government, which had never 
been demanded. After hearing counsel for both parties, the 
Tribunal declared the donation null and void, owing to the 
absence of the authorisation required by law, and condemned 
the administration of the church to refund the amount, with 
interest from the time that notice of action was given. ; 











Forcep Biits or Excuance—Liapitity OF ACCEPTOR. 


The Imperial Court of Paris has recently given a judgment 
of considerable importance to the commercial world, as it de- 
cides that the acceptor of a bill of exchange is liable for its 
amount to any third party, although, on discovering the bill to 
be forged, he should protest against his own acceptance, The 
circumstances of the case were briefly as follows: —On the 2nd 
and 4th of January, 1862, Konigswarter, Leiden , and 
Rothschild Brothers, all bankers in Paris, severally 
to Fould & Co, for neceptance three bills of exchange, amount- 
ing together to 18,000! purporting to be drawn by M. Guns- 
burg, of St. Petersburg, on Fould &Co., to the order ofa person 
named Raloff, and already endorsed by him, one to Riess and 
Iizinger, another to Heymann, and the third to Herchfeld & 
Volf, all bankers at Berlin. On the 4th of January 4 letter was 
sent to M. Gunsburg announcing that his signature had been 
duly honoured, and on the 10th he informed Fould & Co: by 
telegraph that the bills were forgeries. Notice of the forgery 
was immediately given by MM. Fould to Kosnigswarter and 
all parties concerned to prevent the bills from apr ge ge 
Riess & Ilzinger, nevertheless, negotiated the second bill of 
exchange remaining in their hands, and when Fould & Co. re- 
fused to pay it they reimbursed the holder, commenced pro- 
ceedings against Fould & Co. to recover the amount, and 
obtained a judgment in their favour from the Paris Tribunal of 
Commerce, on the ground that a third party ought not to suffer 








from the negligence of the defendants, who should ‘have ascer- 
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tained the genuineness of the bills before accepting them. 
this decision Fould & Co. appealed, but the Court con- 
firmed it with costs. 





SMYRNA. 
ReoistRy or British Sussects ABROAD. 

Much amusement was recently created by the railway con- 
tractor’s agent at the Point being served with twenty-four 
summonses, issued in the name of the Queen, against as many 
aye requiring them to show cause why they should not 

fined forty shillings each for not registering themselves as 
British subjects, pursuant to the recent Order in Council. 
The summonses were accompanied by an order, directing that 
service of the summonses should be made by leaving them at 
the office of the contractor of the Ottoman, Smyrna, and Aidin 
Railway Company, and that such service should be good service, 
The ridiculous part of the affair is, that of the whole twenty- 
four only one is in the contractor’s service, That one 
has for a long time past been living up in the mountains, be- 
yond the railway, and would have had to devote two days to 
coming to Smyrna, to pay his five-shilling registration fee. 
Of the remaining twenty-three, some are in this province, but 
not.in the contractor's service; some are in England;and others 
are smouldering in Turkish graves. We presume that in the 
case of a deceased British subject, his grandmother; or other 
near female relative able to pay, will be ordered to pay the 
fee and the fine, or be committed to prison. for forty days, 
in conformity with what is called in the County Courts “ the 
rule in My.Aunt’s Case.” 

On Thursday, July 23rd, some poor English labourers 

before Mr. Logie on registration summonses. One of 
them said he had been out of work and fever-stricken for many 
months; his wife.and family were on the parish in England, he 
himself supported by a charitable socicty, and that he was 
unable to pay the fee. Mr, Logie said the case would be in- 
quired into, and if it proved correct no fee would be demanded; 
but the person must register himself. Mr. Logie stated that 
it was most important to the British Government to know what 
British subjects were resident in Turkey, and therefore that 
everyone must register. It is no more than justice to Judge 
Logie to state that in the proceedings connected with the 
registration, which must have been attended with the most 
disagreeable annoyances to him, he has all along shown the 
utmost consideration and forbearance in carrying out the 
Order in Council.—Smyrna Mail. 





REVIEWS. 


History of England during the Reign of George the Third. 
By Joun Grorez Puitiimore. Vol. I. Virtue Brothers 
& Co. 1863, 

It is not surprising that the Reader on Constitutional Law 
and Legal History to the Inns of Court should become the 
author of a work on the most important period of — 
history. In the regular course of duty he could hardly help 
accumulating a considerable mass of materials, and (if he is in 
the habit of thinking at all) of forming decided opinions 
about some main historical questions, Neither is it wonderful 
that the fact of his being a lawyer by profession—and therefore, 
of necessity, conversant with the legal aspects of the various 
transactions and occurrences which he is called upon to notice-— 
should have no little influence in the execution of such a work. 
Mr. Phillimore, as everybody knows, is not only a professional 
lawyer, but he belongs to a family distinguished in the annals 
of the profession, and has himself attained in it, if not a good 
position, at least honorary rank. These considerations are 
not unimportant in noticing the work before us, nor will 
they probably be without weight in the public estimate of the 
numerous extraordinary statements, and of the vehement in- 
vective against the law and lawyers, with which the volume 
abounds. It is, no doubt, true that he is equally bitter and 
slashing against the Church and clergymen, and indeed against 
everything and everybody that comes in his way; so that the 
work contains the antidote as well as the poison, so far as the 
lawyers are concerned, for whoever reads the whole of it. A 
writer who, with few exceptions, stigmatises the Bench of Bi- 
shops as “odious and contemptible,’ will perhaps not do much 
damage to the reputation of the Bench of Judges by attributing 
to them an “ narrowness of caste,” and numerous 
qualities of the same objectionable character; yet upon the 
line as that the statements against the profession of the law, 

made by one of themselves may be taken as admissions 
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inst the class, it is not unlikely that in time to come some 
ofthese may be cited as unquestionable eidenoe agnnat Bag 
lish lawyers, while the charges against other classes of 
community a as the highly-coloured and 

ionate invective of a reckless writer. It would be 
sible for us, within our limits, to give an like a 
account of this book; or to do more some matters 
of more immediate interest to our readers, It commences with 
a “preliminary view,” in which the English character is dis- 
cussed in a manner that will surprise some of its eulogists, and 
that perhaps even its enemies will consider unfair. We 
le hi ak ar pr ay nf cer by 
no as ever money 
pe 8 ans er acquired, or of rank, to whomsoever given. The 
statute-book shows too clearly that public spirit is not their 
ch i have considerations of 


to continue so long unredressed, or at last, when reform became 
inevitable, in spite of the mischief they inflicted upon thousands 
and tens of thousands, touched with a more sparing and kindly 
parental hand. Accordingly, the virtues the English most 
appreciate are those of domestic life; the crime most 
or is direct, informal oppression. To the ineq and 
slights of social life—of which all classes among them are 
digal towards those whom, for whatever reason, they pd. 
their inferiors, and which more sensitive races resent as wounds’ 
far more cruel than any material suffering—they are 
not from philosophy, but want of perception. Their distin- 
guishing moral defects are for 
its twin vice—indifference to merit for its own sake ” 
Parker, Whitgift, Bancroft, Aylmer, Laud, . W; 
were “savage tyrants animated by avarice and ror eee ee 
sites and plunderers, servile, rapacious, cruel, and 
(p. 28). James I. was an “impure and foul-mouthed pedan:. 
Calvin’s creed is “‘ more immoral than any with which Pagan- 
ism can be reproached;” and a great deal more of the same 
kind. 
The reader, who has already met with numberless 
sages of this kind in the introductory chapter, which 
a general sketch of English history up to the reign of 
III., will not be surprised at the following passage, which we 
extract asa fair specimen of the kind of justice which this 
jurist deals out to his brethren :— 
“ But anyone who wishes to know only the worst and most 
ignoble features of the English character, the narrowness, the 
arblind adherence to forms of which the meaning is absolutely 
forgotten, the indifference to the welfare of others, the slovenly 
neglect of what is important, and the minute attention to what 
is meaningless, and, above all, the sordid for ‘ wealth’ 
and abject deference to authority which are sometimes: to be 


found among jpn ee will —— mo un- 
redeemed, an disguise—not trembl them- 
selves, but rampant and odious—in the pepo n el lawyers 


y 

down to the time of which I am speaking, in 7 
Ss far as fe has depended upon then, of tela ee 
vain do we seek for one single scientific treatise connected 
with any subject of general juri for one single work 
indicating enlarged views, among the works of 
—for any writings to be compared, I do not say to the 
tal works of Cujacius, Donellus, or Dumoulin, but for any 
above the level of the most mechanical and sordid pettifogger 
that ever drew from chicane the means of prolonging his mis- 
chievous existence. The treatise of Bracton, written in the 
reign of Henry III., the work of a canonist and a civilian, is 
superior to any that from that time to the accession of George 
TIL is to be found in the arid waste of English law, Tn vain 
do we look for a single attempt on the part of the judges to 
remedy evils which every day must have forced upon their 
notice. In vain do we listen for a single word to denote any 
sympathy with the public weal, any sense of the frightful 
sufferings which make the soul sick in their perusal, and to 
which cometh of te tine Re Se ee 
upon to punish must of course be attributed. On the contrary, 
we find them vehemently and 
attempt to correct even the most shocking these abuses, as 
far as in them lay, and joining the practitioners in the lower 

of the profession to make the person who denounced them 


part 

a mark for obloquy and persecution; and yet no lawyer of our 
day can dony that at the souson of Georg I he Englih 
law presented a most revolting spectacle. jurist can 

that its chicane was endless, its rules absurd, and 

ments cruel and unavailing. If it were not so, how comes it to 
pass that in the last ten years it has undergone such material, 
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though far from sufficient, alterations? And if this be ad- 
mitted, what is to be said of the moral character of those who 
for generation after generation saw these evils, not only with- 
out any attempt to alleviate them, but with a fixed resolution 
to support all that could increase their virulence ?—careless, 80 
long as their own fortunes were secured, what became of their 
contemporaries or posterity "—(pp. 68-66). 

Having delivered himself of this general impeachment against 
English lawyers, Mr. Phillimore proceeds to enumerate “ some 
of these blemishes,” commencing with a general assurance to 
the reader that “no one who has not carefully studied the 
subject, and few who have not done so with essional accu- 
racy, can form an idea of the evils it occasioned, of their baneful 
effects on the morals of the people, and especially as a just 
retribution on the character of those who followed it as a pro- 
fession, and who obstinately, on all occasions, resisted, and 
treated as ‘0. even the slightest attempt at its ameliora- 
tion . 

The “blemish” is the “falsehood” of thelaw, “It 
rested upon falsehood. From the time when the judges trans- 
gressed their oaths, not from. any philosophical view as to the 
progress of society, but to increase the power and income of 
the Crown, in Edward IV.’s time, by a stupid and clumsy fic- 
tion (which referred a person to the sweeper of the court for 

compensation for the loss of an estate), it had been one con- 
tinued lie ”—-(pp. 66-67), 

* The evidence in proof of this alarming allegation consists of 
a catalogue of what are known as legal fictions of various kinds, 
in which, no doubt, English jurisprudence greatly abounded in 
former times, Mr. Phillimore, however, ought to know that 
even the Roman law, of which he professes himself to be a 
great admirer, was not without its supplement of fictions, 
which were so called in that system, and answered many of the 
same purposes as inour own. We may content ourselves on this 
point by referring to a very learned and able paper, by the late 
Mr. W, D. Lewis, on the Origin and Use of Legal Fictions, 
which is to be found among the published Transactions of 
the Juridical Society, and will supply our author with good 
reasons for reforming this portion of his work in a future edition ; 
and yet the use of fictions is the only proof which Mr. Philli- 
more has adduced in support of the that English juris- 
prudence “rests upon falsehood.” We cannot follow him 
throug all the devious ways in which he seeks to gather 
proofs in support of his impeachment. Indeed, if we could do 
80, the task would be very unprofitable. He professes to enter- 
tain a profound contempt for our law of evidence, which, he 
says, “was contrived to exclude the truth.” It is not sur- 
Fables therefore, that he entirely disregards its rules, and 
itually substitates the loosest allegations and wildest 
opinions for rational demonstration and ordinary proof. We 
shall adi add only one or two further examples:—The first object 
of the judges in that numerons class of cases which involve the 
construction of wills was (he says) to augment “ the profits of 
ali who belonged to the profession of the law.” “ Registration, 
a benefit so londly called for, was confined to two counties, and 
till this year 1862} the interest of the attorneys has been em- 
successfully to prevent the diffusion of the benefit to the 

rest of England "—(p. 71). 

We could go on adding to the number of such quotations, 
er = their intrinsic absurdity or the entire ab- 
sence of proo! t of them; but it would be a bootless 
and a thankless sau. 
there is not wanting a fringe of learned notes and quotations 
which serve more to embellish the work and to ilustrate the 


The text is full of such passages, while | 





and love of what the author conceives to be truth. It also 
exhibits very extensive and varied reading, and considerable 
power in handling the materials of ane ” While the style is 
sometimes rendered turbid by the tempestuous ter of the 
writer, it is generally as lucid as it is forcible, and is not un- 
frequently felicitous. Mr. Phillimore is evidently a good 
classical scholar, with a natural aptitude for expression; so 
that his composition is always pleasant to read. There is, 

— rather too great an abundance of adjectives and adverbs, 
and there is certainly throughout a want of repose for a work 
of art. Nature gives us a fraction of shadow with her broad- 
est sunlight, and intervals of rest in her greatest turmoils; but 
Mr. Phillimore delights in unmitigated glare and continuous 
explosion. It is possible, however, that he may have “let off 
the steam ” in the first volume, and that in the succeeding ones 
we may reap some benefit from the reduction of his su a x 
dant vigour. So far, the impression made upon us is 
Phillimore is a highly accomplished gentleman and a ‘oad 
scholar, who has, nevertheless, far too great an opinion of him- 
self, and who might be more useful and agreeable if he were 
not "quite 80 “ fearless.” 


A Concise Treatise on the Construction of Wills. By Francis 
Vauenan Hawkins, M.A., of Lincoln’s Inn, Barrister-at- 
Law, Fellow of Trinity Colle , Cambridge. London: Max- 
well, Dublin: Hodges, Smi , & Co. 1863, 

Mr. Hawkins appears to consider our testamentary code as 
consisting of three great branches—rules of law, rules of con- 
sruction, and rules of administration. The first of these 
classes of rules, as he expresses it Saar rs P. eee oe inde- 
dently of intention, and applies to bee er property 
in whatever form of words expressed.” Of this aeucription are 
the _ in Shelley's case, the rules relating to es 
tuity, &c. But rules of construction, our author 

are so intimately connected with a regard to intention, 

that they are virtual! inductions founded upon past ex- 

ence of the sense in which certain words and phrases 
ave been, as a general rule, used by testators, walk which 

consequently will be presumed by the courts to be em- 
ployed in every future particular ‘case with a like design, 
provided there be no declared intention to the contrary. Such 
appears to be Mr. Hawkins’ conception of the nature of a rule 
of construction. Rules of administration differ in his opinion 
from rules of construction, inasmuch as the former are applied 
only in the absence of intention. Of rules of administra- 
tion he adduces as an instance Locke King’s Act, 
and adds, this is “a point perhaps not immaterial with 
reference to recent arguments respecting it.” Mr. Haw- 
kins in this passage appears to refer to the point decided in 

Eno v. Tatham, 11 W. R. 475. This case shows that Locke 

King’s Act is to be construed without any close reference to 

the previously existing doctrine of presumptions licable to 

questions of exoneration. Mr. Hawkins’, division of the law of 
testamentary construction a together 

and even illogical. Both Locke King’s Act and the role in 

Shelley’s case are as much solenal enstetglian es is the doc- 

trine in Bullock v. Downes, 9 H.of L. ©. 1, which Mr. Hawkins 





hitherto so largely received at the hands of our judges. 
every limitation that would be void if it were contained ina 
be void likewise in » will—let wills and deeds be sub- 
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protest against, the latitude at present allowed to testa- 
tors, The advantages resulting from the adoption of these 
rules by our courts, however, ‘are limited, and inadequate to 
the mischiefs they were intended to remedy; for “ upon wide 
and general questions, where the whole frame and language of 
the will bears on the construction, no general rules can use- 
fully be laid down.” ‘The effects of the motley genesis of 
these rules is thus detailed by Mr. Hawkins:—“ A certain want 
of congruity is, perhaps, unavoidable in a system of construc- 
tion elaborated by a succession of judges, some inclining rather 
to the grammatical or literal, others to the logical or inferen- 
tial, interpretation of testamentary instruments. Every rule 
of construction settles a disputed or disputable point, on which 
different minds would entertain different opinions: and it genes 
rally happens that in some parts of the subject the one view 
has prevailed, and in others the opposite. If a rule is pushed 
too far, a reaction sets in, and the balance is inconveniently 
and unduly shifted.” Most of the rules of testamentary con- 
struction will be found, we think, merely to consist of bare 
enumerations of adjudged points, and not to comprise any 
principle of a general nature that could be usefully applied to 
circumstances in the least different from those which led to 
their first establishment. This is shown by the numerous 
minute exceptions of which each rule admits. Surely it is 
time to apply some more certain test ‘for investigating the 
legal effect which is to be given to a will. Thiscould, perhaps, 
be accomplished by making the existing rules of construction 
rules of law, or at least by subjecting wills to the existing law 
at present applicable to documents infer vivos. The fact is, 
that there are no rules of testamentary law which a testator 
must of necessity obey. He may use what language he pleases; 
the Court will spell out a meaning for him; and the rules of 
construction are fetters which the Court imposes on its own 
discretion, not on that of the testator's. Asto rules of law as 
such we may repeat that they have not (although the language 
used by Mr. Hawkins would seem to imply the contrary) 
any operation in respect of wills, except as rules of construc- 


tion. 

Although Mr. Hawkins has regarded the subject-matter of 
his treatise from a peculiar, not to say inapt and erroneous, 
point of view, nevertheless, his treatment of it is able, 
exhaustive, and elaborate. His treatise comprises all the 
rules of construction that are either in themselves im- 
portant or have been settled only after much discussion, The 
work is consequently not a mere equity index, but contains a 
didactic exposition of a most important and difficult branch of 
law. We regret, indeed, that he has confined himself to rules 
of construction, and has not treated of rules of law and rules of 
administration, which, as we have shown, are, as respects dis- 
positions by will, as flexible as those canons of interpretation 
upon which alone Mr, Hawkins has commented. The last 
edition of “ Jarman on Wills,” indeed, has so exhausted every 
branch of testamentary law, that the profession do not stand in 
need of much further light in this respect. The work before 
us, however, is so cheap, and arranged in so compendious a 
way, that we think another edition might advantageously 
comprise the extended range of inquiry taken by Jarman, 

The method pursued by Mr, Hawkins is, first to state a rule 
of construction, and then elucidate it by quotations from the 
cases by which it was finally established. The introduction 
comprises the more leading canons of testamentary construction, 
such as apply to the whole document, and are not founded, 
like “ rales of construction,” upon a testator’s use of particular 
words or phrases. The remainder of the treatise is devoted to 
an exposition of the rules of testamentary construction, and 
consequently corresponds to the 5lst chapter of Jarman, 
The number of rules given by the latter author, however, 
is only twenty-four, while Mr, Hawkins has given 117. 
The chee of Jarman referred to consists of only eight 
pages, while the work before us contains 348 pages octavo. 

he ae treated of by Mr. Jarman in his last chapter, indeed, 
are likewise more fully discussed throughout the entire of that 
work, The not inappropriate juxta-position, however, of so 
many rules in a single chapter shows that the entire subject of 
rules of testamentary construction admits of a philosophic con- 
secutive treatment, which should consequently be pursued when 
it does not conflict with the more goneral designs of an author. 
Mr. Hawkins first gives the rule or theorem, and then the cases 
supporting it. For instance, he observes (p. 296)— 

* i ae — of legacies on the real estate, ¥ all a 
estate, testator mt “tan facie charge lands spec ly 
devised; Spong v. Spong, 3 Bligh, N. S. 84; Conron v. Conron, 
7 H. of L. C. 168,” He then ore eon 8 oe wae 
and then the Exception.—But it been held that if the 





testator charges his real estate with debis and k 

much as the debts are a charge on lands 

the rule does not apply, and the legaci 

= : charge on specific devises (Maskell v. Farrington, 11 

. R, 127).” 

The specimen we ‘have given may show to the reader 
how very refined some of our rules of testamentary 
construction are, and how the law, in allowing testators 
a release from its own strict rules, has by mo means 
protected them against ineffectual limitations. The ar- 
rangement of the chapters is open to criticism. 
first relates to “ Descriptions of Property—to what period re- 
ferable.” The next relates to “ Devises and bequests in execution 
of powers.” The third treats of the meaning of the word 
“Lands "—not su scanty a subject as may on first consideration 
appear. Next follows a disquisition on residuary 
and devises. This is succeeded by a chapter upon “ Words 
descriptive of property,” which, perhaps, should have followed 
the disquisition on the meaning of the term “ Lands.” ge ad 
6 treats of “objects of gift generally,” and the next thr 
chapters relate to the meaning of the words “ children, 
&c. <A chapter on “ Predatory trusts” is then int 
between the chapters on Children and chapter 15, w: 
treats of the meaning of the words “ heirs, heirs male,” &c.—a 
subject which ought to ae Bar pert: in connexion ~ 
Chapter 18. The very difficult and oft-recurring question 
estitie tail by will is next disposed of. Next follow chapters on 
“ Dying without issue,” “ Vesting,” “ Substitution,” “ Survivor- 
ship,” “ Charges,” “ Liability to debts,” and a concluding chapter 
on “ Legacies.” There is likewise a concise Appendix containing 
a few points of interest. 

Although our author has professed only to treat of “ rules 
of construction,” yet it has resulted from his very complete and 
careful discussion of these rules that he has likewise discussed 
most of the diffieult rules of law and of administration inci- 
dental to our testamentary code. A séarch in the work before 
us for an answer to a difficult question respecting the rule in 
Shelley's case, or the exoneration of a estate, will 
be sure to be found satisfactory. We do not, indeed, alto- 
gether approve of the mathematical form of the work. Gene- 
ral rules abstractly stated are seldom of use to the practi- 
tioner. They are mainly of use in serving as key-notes to 
the exceptions grafted upon them—a purpose which they 
only partially subserve when given, as in the treatise be 
fore us, in a fragmen shape. Waiving these defects of 
form, however, this work is substantially what it professes to 
be—a concise treatise on the construction of wills. We have 
not observed in it any errors or omissions, and have no doubt 
that it will be found to be a useful guide on all difficult qnes- 
tions of testamentary construction. It also contains an ex- 
cellent Index. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
( Concluded from p. 789.) 
UsaGes OF THE PROFESSION. 

Since the last annual meeting, the Council have given their 
opinion on several points submitted for their con 
viz., clanse in a lease for cesser of rent in case of fire; costs.on 
completion of an agreement for a seperation of husband: and 
wife; as to purchaser of the larger portion of an estate furnish- 
ing the vendor with duplicate conveyance to produce deeds. on 
a separate deed of covenant; sheriffs’ poundage; preparation of 
lease; division. of costs between lessor and lessee, under an 
agreement; costs of lease and counterpart; costs of service of 
process in Australia. 

Manpractice Cases. 

It is much to be regretted that there has heen little, if any 
diminution in the number of complaints made against members 
of the profession for misconduct. 

In some instances where it was com t and proper for the 
parties themselves to proceed agai e person complained of, 
to obtain redress, the Council have not thought it ne to 
interfere; but in other cases, where the complaint itself has 
been such as would more ly be followed up by a body 
standing in the position of this society, the Council Lave not 
hesitated to act. Among these latter cases the following may. 


be mentioned :— airy: betting ‘the 
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The attachment was duly 


attorney, without his authority. 
executed. 


In a similar case, an attachment was issued and executed 
against an unqualified person, on the application of the society ; 
and the offence being of a less flagrant character, the society, 
after the infliction of about three months’ imprisonment on the 
offender, did not think it right to oppose his release. 

hree attorneys have, during the past year, been struck off 
the roll for misconduct, at the instance of the society; and 
another attorney having been struck off the roll of one of the 
courts, the Council applied to have his name removed from the 
rolls of all the other courts. The application has been granted. 

The.Council are now engaged in a reference before one of 
the masters of the court, in opposing the application of this 
person to have his name restored to the rolls, 


AFFAIRS OF THE Society. 

The receipts and payments during the year 1862, and the 
debts and assets of the society, appear in the auditors’ report, 
which has been placed in the secretary’s office, in pursuance 
of the bye-laws, for the inspection of the members, since the 
15th of April last. 

In accordance with the 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, the Council 
have submitted to the judges an account of all money received 
by the society, as registrar of attorneys and solicitors, between 
the 15th of November, 1861, and the 16th of November, 1862, 
in respect of fees for the annual registration of attorneys and 
solicitors, and of the application of the same. 

The following gentlemen have kindly presented donations 
of books to the library during the past year:—W. G. T. Barter, 
Esq., James J. Chalk, Esq., Charles Cowper, Esq, E. W. 
Field, Esq., W. Ford, Esq., F. J. Feller, Esq., J. B. Marsden, 
Esq., F. M. Nichols, Esq., Sir Thomas Phillips, Bart., A. R. 
Steele, Esq., T. Tapping, Esq., E. M. Underdown, Esq., and 
Edward Walmisley, Esq. 

Various private Acts of Parliament passed in the last session 
have also been contributed to the society. 

The Council have also been favoured with prints of the 
several legislative enactments passed in India and the colonies, 
in continuation of those already in the library. 

The purchase of legal works during the past year has em- 

almost every desirable volume, and these, added to 
the contributions already adverted to, have increased the col- 
lection by 464 volumes, making in the whole 18,041. 

The number of articled clerks who have studied in the 
library since the last meeting is 238, 

The several courses of lectures which have been delivered 
in the hall of the society have been attended by several of 
the members,‘and by 223 subscribers. 

During the past year 113 members have been elected, and, 
after deducting the death and retirement of other members, 
the number is now 1,443 in London, and 505 in the country, 
making together 1,948. 

The Council have deeply to regret the decease of their 
valued colleague, Mr. Henry Lake. During the time that 
Mr. Lake has been on the Council, it has been felt by every 
member of it that his services and assistance, both in the 
Council and to the profession at large, were such as it would 
be difficult to over-estimate. His intimate and thorough ac- 
quaintance with the law, and with all matters connected 
with the profession, was combined with an energy and assiduity 
most advantageously addressed to every subject that came 
before the Council; and the warmth of his heart, his disin- 
terested self-devotion to others, and his unfailing urbanity, 
while they were sources of gratification to all who to act 
with him, gave increased utility to the exercise of his exten- 
sive talents. 

_ The Council have also to regret the loss of their much- 
esteemed colleagues, Mr. William Stephens and Mr. Edward 
White, whose state of health has compelled them to retire from 
the Council. 

The Council have again to advert to the lamented decease 
of their late secretary, Mr. Robert Maugham. In order to 


by Mr. Maugham, 
roughout the long 





tary. It was, however, at the same time resolved that the 
resolution should be submitted for the approval of the members 
of the society at the next general meeting. 

The Council, therefore, have thought it right that special re- 
ference should be made to this subject in their report. 

Or the death of Mr. Robert Maugham, the duties appertain- 
ing to his office devolved on the assistant-secretary, who con- 
tinued to act in the capacity of secretary to the society until 
January last, when the Council, having in the meantime given 
the subject their fullest consideration, appointed Mr. E, W. 
Williamson to the vacant office. The Council did not think it 
desirable or necessary to keep up the office of assistant-secre- 


tary. 

At the last annual general meeting, the Council were, by a 
resolution of the members, authorised and requested, in their 
discretion, to repeat the conversazione held in the library and 
hall of the society in July last year. 

At the commencement of the season the Council gave the re- 
solution full consideration, and, adverting to the v heavy 
expense incurred on the first occasion, determined that it would 
not be desirable to repeat the entertainment annually. The 
preparations involved a very great pressure on the Council, the 
officers, and the servants of the society, and it would be a 
matter of extreme difficulty to bring together annually such a 
collection as the society was enabled to exhibit last year. Al- 
though it cannot be doubted that the experience gained on the 
last occasion would enable the Council to limit the expenses, 
yet they must of necessity be considerable, and the Council do 
not think that the means at the disposal of the society would 
justify the expenditure as an annual charge... Special circum- 
stances may arise which would render a social meeting from 
time to time desirable, and the Council would not hesitate to 
avail themselves of any such occasion, being fally sensible of 
the advantage of bringing the members of the ‘society together 
in friendly intercourse. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


MEETINGS. 
Cannock Mrverat RaItwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 26th 
inst., a dividend at the rate of £3 per cents per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 

Generat Steam Navication CoMPANyY. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
25th inst., a dividend of 14s. ror share, or at the rate of £10 
per cent, per annum, was deciared for the past half-year. 


Great NorTHERN Raltway, 


At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
22nd inst., the following dividends were declared for the past 
half-year—viz., at the rate of £5 per cent. per annum upon 
the Perpetual Preference Stock of the company; at the rate of 
£5 per cent. per annum upon the Five per Cent, Preference 
Stock of the company, redeemable at a premium of £10 per 
cent.; at the rate of £4 10s. per cent.’ per annum upon the 
Four-and-a-Half per Cent. Preference Stock of the company, 
redeemable at a premium of £10 per cent.; at the rate of 
£5 per cent. per annum upon the £5 per Cent. Preference 
Stock of the company, redeemable at a premium of £5 per 
cent.; at the rate of 44 per cent. per annum upon the Perpetual 
Preference Stock of the company; at the rate of £1 per cent, 
per annum upon the Preference Stock (Hertford Railway Pur- 
elinse); at the rate of £4 per cent. per annum upon the Pre- 
ference Stock (Luton Railway Purchase); at the rate of £4 
per cent, per annum upon the £4 per Cent. Hertford and Luton 
Preference Stock; at the rate of £5 per cent. per annum upon 
the £5 per Cent. Luton Preference Stock ; at the rate of £4 5s. 
per cent, per annum on the original undivided stock of the 
company, being for the half-year £2 2s, 6d, per cent.; at the 
rate of £3 per cent. for the half-year on the‘ B’ Stock of the 
company towards £6 per cent, for the year; at the rate of £1 
5s. per cent. for the half-year on the ‘ A’ Stock, being the 
balance after payment of £3 per cent. to the‘ B’ Stock, 

Lonpon anv Nortu-Western Rawwwar. 

At the adjourned half-yearly meeting of this company, held 
on the 2st inst,,a dividend of £2 2s. 6d. per cent, on the 
a Stock of the company was declared for the past 

-year. 
Marrrort anv CaRvisix Rartwayr, 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
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wih inst., the following dividends were declared for the past 
half-year:—-£2 on each original £50 share; 10s. on each 
al £12 10s. share, ee at the same rate on the deposits 
paid on the new shares (1862); 10s. on each preference 4 per 
cent. share; 10s. on each preference 43 per cent. share; 6s. 3d. 
on each preference 5 per cent, share. 
Metropouitan Raitwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
26th inst., a dividend at thé rate of £5 per cent. pe: annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 

Nort anp ‘SoutH-WESTERN JoxcrTion Raitwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
24th inst., a dividend at the rate of £5 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-ygar. 

Norta-WeEsTerNn Raitwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
24th inst., a dividend at the rate of £3 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 

Severn Vater Rarrwar. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 26th 
inst., dividends at the rate of 44 per cent. per annum on the 
ference shares, and at the rate of £3 per cent. per annum 
on the ordinary shares, were declared for the past half-year. 
SovrsampTon Dock Company. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 26th 
inst., a dividend on the ordinary shares of £2 per cent., being 
at the rate of £4 per cent. per annum, was declared for the 
past half-year. 

Soutn Devon Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 25th 

inst., @ dividend.of 18s. was declared for the past half-year. 


Sourn STaFFORDSHIRE RaILway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 26th 
inst.,a dividend at the rate of 4} per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 

Sraines, WoKINGHAM, AND Woxk.NG Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
26th inst., divide nds at the rate of £5 per cent. per annum on 
the preference shares and £2 per cent. per annum on the ordi- 
nary shares, were declared for the past half-year. 


Supmanine TELEGRAPH ComPANY. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, ‘held on the 
25th inst., a dividend at the rate of £4 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 


Tarr Vare Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
25th inst., a dividend at the rate of £9 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 

* Vae or Neatu Raitwar. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 


20th inst., a dividend at the rate of 34 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 


PROJECTED COMPANIES. 
Tue AGRICULTURAL Hore. Company (Lim1TED). 

bos wee £100,000, in 10,000 shares of £10 each. 

icitors—Messrs. Kingsford & Dorman, Essex-street, 
Strand. 

This company has been formed for the purpose of erecting 
in thé most central part of the metropolis a building which 
shall offer to country gentlemen and others engaged in agri- 
cultural pursuits all the advantages of a first-class hotel, and 
also to provide accommodation now required by the (central) 
a Club. This: club already consists of nearly 600 


cultural Hotel will afford every facility - the 
holding public meetings, the transaction of business, and be, 
in fact, a point of union for that a class of the com- 
— for whose use it is chiefly intended. 
tein ah at aap including Rider's Hotel aud the 
adjoining houses, has been secured. 


—_— 


difficulties have arisen with regerd to the 

pint sad Right Rev. Walter J. Trower, D.D., to 
of Gibraltar, and an opinion adverse to his nomi- 
nation has been, obtained from Sir Hugh Cairns, Q.C,, by « 











considerable body of churchmen, who are opposed to Bishop 
Trower’s theological and ecclesiastical views. Dr. Trower was 
nominated to the vacant bis 
Gazette announcement of it has yet appeared. Sir Hugh 
Cairns, Q.C., and Mr. A. J. Stephens had submitted to them a 
question, whether, having regard to the law as to the consecra- 
tion of bishops, and to the Bers creating the see of Gibraltar, 
the consecration of Dr. Trower by the bishops shove fe Sea 
= more — without the 
the Crown, wi sufficient yeh reg him a bishop Inefel 
competent to discharge the spiritual functions of pier 
bishop of the United Church of England and Ireland. » The fol- 
lowing opinion has been returned by the two learned gentle- 
men:—‘“ We are of opinion that under the letters patent creat- 
ing the Bishopric of Gibraltar, as under all letters 
the Crown has been in the habit of issuing for 
colonial sees, the persons appointed by the Crown 
canonically ordained and consecrated thereto b 
bishop of Canterbury, aecording to the form wit 
United Church of England me Ireland; and that 
Dr. Trower, being already a bishop of "the Scottish 
Church, cannot comply with these conditions, he 
appointed to the office of Bishop of Gibraltar, be 
discharge the spiritual functions of a bisho 
Church of England and Ireland in that see.” 
Newcastle, who, as Colonial Secretary, has the nomination 
the bishopric of Gibraltar, has forwarded this opinion to the la 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
BEATY—On yay at Farnham, Surrey, the wife of W. H. R. Beaty, 
» Sol 


@ son. 
BOWLBY—On Ang. 17, at hie the wife of Edward Salvin Bowlby, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 


Gibbons, Esq. m 
ORMOND - ~On Aug. 17, the wife of Edward Ormond, Esq., Solicitor, Want- 
age, Berks, of a son. 
STEPHENS On Aug. 16, at Neuilly-sureSeine, near Paris, the wife of 
Benjamin Stephens, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 


BOGER—BOS WORTH—On Aug. 15, at Westorham, Kent, Walter Deeble 
Boger, Esq., of Lincoln's-inn, Barrister-at-Law, to Amelia 
youngest danghter of Thomas Holmes Bosworth, Esq., of oe 

BROWN—HAYWARD—On Aug, M, at Brightou, Frederick Brown, Esq., 
J.P. for the colony of Victoria, of Beechworth, Victoria, to Elizabeth 
pe eldest daughter of F.. Hayward, Esq., Solicitor, Needham Market, 


HOYLE ~-THACKERAY—On Aug. 20, at St. Luke’s, Holloway, Savile 
Richard Hoyle, of Hornsey Rise, Middlesex, and 73, Cannon-street, 
London, Solicitor, to Cecilia, second daughter of the late William 
Thackeray, Esq., of the London and County Bank. , 


DEATHS. 
PULMAN—On Aug. 25, at 22, The Crescent, Ly Charlotte Ann, 
the wife of John Pulman, Esq., Barrister, aged 60. 
WARREN—On Aug. 20, at Goring, Sussex, William Newton Warren, Esq. 
Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoin's-inn, second son of the late Augustus, 
Warren, Esq., of Shere, Surrey, aged 41. 





HEIRS AT LAW AND NEXT OF KIN. 


(Advertized in the ha London Gaete ) 
Baruis, Ex1ZaBeTH, late ot Cookhill, in the county of Worcester. Next 
of kin. Re Baylis’s nag V. C. Kindersley. Nor. 9. 
Canman, Many Ann, formerly Ly Fowler, late of 2, Bruton-street, 





Middlesex. Next of kin. F Frederick's-place, Old Jewry, 
Sept. 30, 
ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 
AT THE MART. 


Late beataelin ten coh Coming pat ang wonbehie farm house 
on, 
buildings, &e., in all 12%a, Sr. Op.—Sold for £3,900. “ 
Long leaseholds, Wilton, sae? and Buddies Farms, 
&c., Pelynt, in all about 1558 secre 8 for £3 000. 
Long leasehold, the Cartolls and Penk y, 85a. Sr, 26p.—Sold for £1,100. 
Long leasehold, t, comprising farm house, outbuildings, 
and 43a, Or, —Sold for £619. 
carey Pelynt, comprising farm house and 38a, 3r. 13p. 
leasehold, West Land, Pelynt, ——— small farm yard and 
Dulldings and’ 28a 2 @r. Ip, land.—Sold for 
By M sr hranwonre, Zann, Anvore 
Leasehoid d resdeoee, No No, 19, Upper George-street, Bryanstone-square. 


—Sold for 
aa NRRR IN Oo 
Sed senttqvenn, Ven, 98 and 28, Deahewyean Kennington Oval.— 
i fonenl Nos. 1 and 2, James-place, Harleyford-road.—Sold for 


N Pimlico. — 
Vogenhele. settonany 0, 50, Hanover-street, Lupus-street, 
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By Messrs, Desexnau & Tewson. 
Freehold house and an. 72, Red Lion-street, Holborn.—Sold for £975, 
—- residence, No. 4, Gloucester-terrace, Tottenham.—Sold for 
Twen' y 


y hog — in the Kent Water Works.—Sold at from £122 to 

Twenty ape ries shares in the Kent Water Works.—Sold at £126 per 
August 25.—By Messrs. BEADEL. 

Freehold estate, East Hall, Paglesham, Essex, comprising farm residence, 


and 26la. 2r. 29p. land.—Sold for £9,600. 
Freehold, Lowth Hall and Hannett’s Farms, Paglesham, comprising farm- 


house, pray residence, outbuildings, &c., and 467a. Or. 33p. land. 
Freehold, Leigh Hall, h, comprising farm residence, premises, and 
2248, 2r. 5p. Jand.— ior £3,000. 


Freehold, The Castle, Park, and Temple Wood Farms, by ~y Tp in all 
about 629a. Ir. 6p., with residence, farm-house, &¢.—Sold for £15,000. 

Freehold, Belfair’s Farm, Leigh and Eastwood, comprising cottage resi- 
dence, premises, and 12a, 2r. 12p. land.—Sold for £1,750. 

Freehold, Wood Lands, Wakering Wood, Leigh, 25a. 2r.29p.—Sold for 


Freehold land, opposite the Woodcutters’ Arms Inn, Eastwood, 10a. Or. 
3p.—Sold for £420 

Freehold, two fields, Rayleigh, Ga, 2r. 5p.—Sold for £180. 

Freehold "farm, Mount Bures Hall, and Josselyns, comprising residence, 
——— buildings, 6 cottages, &c., and 256a. Or. 11p. land.—Sold for 


£10,000. 
Co yhold and freehold, Elms Farm, Mount Bures, and Bures Hamlet, 
, comprising farm-house, homestead, 3 cottages, &c., and 142a, Ir. 
17p. land.—Sold for £7,000. 

Freehold and part copyhold, Wither’s and Norton’s Farms, Mount Bures, 
comprising farm house and buildings, four cottages, and 144a. Or. 20p. 
—Sold for £5,000. 

The manor or reputed manor of Bures, at the Mount, with all manorial 
rights and privileges attached thereto.—Sold for £1,340. 

The manor or lordship of Great Holland, Essex, with all rights and privi- 
leges thereto belonging.—Sold for £3,460. 

Freehold, Westwick Farm, Canvey Island, Prittiewell, Essex, consisting of 
dwelling-house, homestead, and 112 acres land.—Sold for £2 500. 

The manor or lordship of East and South Hall, Paglesham,—Sold for 


£300. 
™ manor or lordship of Leigh, otherwise Leigh Hall, Leigh.—Sold for 
1 


™ op vag ‘Kae lordship of Hadleigh, otherwise Hadleigh and Castrum.— 
r 

Freehold, The Biackmore Farm, Selbourne and Greatham, Hants, con- 
taining residence, outbuildings, cottages, &c., in all, 346a. Or. 27p.— 
Sold for £7,000. 

Freehold, The Yard Farm, Selbourne, 39a. 3r. 31p.—Sold for £1,200. 

Freehold Allotment Land, }4a. 3r. 15p. (Woolmer-forest).—Sold for £150, 

Freehold Allotment Land, 23 perches (Woolmer-forest).—Sold for £5. 

The reversion in fee to lands in Codford St. Mary, Wilts, altogether 
130a. Or. 238p.—Sold for £1,600. 

Th fee to a residence, with garden and paddock, 4a. 2r. 5p, 


The reversion in fee to messuage and garden.—Soid for £30. 
Frond, ened cts of somes ba nd I Or. 2p. Upper Tything, 
enclosure of pasture land, la. Or. 25p., Upper 
Stratton St. Margarett.—Sold foe Bit £100 » " 


AT GARRAWAY 8. 
a 0.—By Messrs. Faneprorues, Crank & Lye. 
Residence, 108, Gioucester-terrace, Hyde-park—Sold for 1,800. 
Leasehold residence, 109, Gloucester-terrace—Sold for £1,809. 
Freehold residence, 30, Priory-road, Clapham—Sold for £510. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, Aug. 21, 1863, 
bag Hy oy & Arthur Whitehead, Maidstone, Attorneys and 
tors. ° 


ul 
id Torspay, Aug. 25, 1863 

Spurr, Thos, & Robt Richardson , Kingston-upon-Hull, Attorneys and 
Solicitors. By mutual consent. "aug 12, 

GHindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farpar, Aug. 21, 1863. 
Limited in CHANCERY. 

General Steam Fuel Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, and the names and addresses of their solicitors, if 
any, to Frederick Whinney, 5, Serle-street, Lincoln’s-inn, Official 
Liquidator of this company. V.C. Wood. 

Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Pawar, 12 21, 1863.2 
Ameen E_ Namaeh, The Gopee, Gravesend. Oct 19. Hill & Son, Throg- 


Balding, ding, Thom New-st, Dorset-sq, Marylebone, Gent, Oct 20, Hughes, 
Bedford-st, Covent-garden, 
Balguy, Fras St John, etter eam Hyde-park, Sugar Refiner. 


Oct 21. Amory & Co, Th 
Brome, Ann, Berthddu, ndinum, Montgomery, Widow. Oct 31. 
Russell, <t Chambers, Temple. 


Crimp, Nicholas, North Upton, Devon, Gent. Sept 25. Orton, Kings- 

Dearie, Jane Harriet, Widow, Cambridge, Sept 29. Whitehead & French, 

Durant, Elieabeth, Neachley-by-Shiffnal, Salop, Widow. Sept 80. Jones, 

Eskrick, cone Sumerpdlgeaemeal mama daamansiae Oct 1. 
Broadbent, Je~Moors. 

Harvey, Robt Mark, York, Railway Clerk. Septi4. Calvert, Lendal. 











Jarrett, > oe Sundrish, otherwise Sundridge, Kent, Shoemaker, Nov 16 
Major the Hon Hy Littleton pra Youas, Stoughton Grange, Leicestér, 
wNcr 3 Berridge & & Morris, 
Liteesas | Richd, oie Sstior, a Bens York, Gent.. Nev 1. Hirst & 
Mackenzie, Arthur, ~ Victoria, Merchant. Sept 21. Elmslie % 


Lombard-st. 
Suckling, Alfred Wm, Birm, Attorney-at-Law. Nov 2. Bartleet, 
_ Mary, Horwich, Lancaster, Widow. Oct 1. Greenhalgh stn Hall 


Bolto: 
Wood, Hy, Whaley, Chester, Yeoman. Nov 1. Holland, Rochdale, 
Wright, Gervase, Derby, Clerk in Orders. Sept 25. Gadsby, Derby. 
Tourspay, Aug. 25, 1863. 
Bowen, John, Shrewsbury, Painter. Oct 21. Bioxam, Shrewsbury 











D’Olley, Mrs. Anna Maria, Bolton-pl, Chelsea, Widow. Oct 20. Guil- 
laume, George-st, Mansion-house. 

Gillespie, Wm, jun, Lpool, Gent. Nov 14. Hindle, Lpool. 

memes. & Mary, Daw Bank, Stockport, Widow. Oct 10, Shawcross, 
tockport. 

eo Alex, St Stephen’s-ter, Hereford-rd, Middx, Solicitor. Oct 20. 

Sham & Crossman, King's-rd, Bedford-row. 
Smith, Wm Brett, Rich-ter, ‘Ola Brompton, Middx, Gent, Sept 22, 


Richardson, Mach Hadham, Herts. 
Sudeley, Right Hon Thos Chas ay Toddington, Gloucester. Nov 30. 


Young & Jacksons, Essex-st, Strani 
ee, Sam! Fleming, Lpool, Wine Merchant. Sept 30. Whitley, 


Warburton, Saml, Leeds, Manufacturing Chemist. Oct 20. Upton & 
Yewdall, Leeds. 
Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Aug. 21, 1863. 
Johnson, Hy, Lpool, Confectioner. Qct 29. Johnson», Johnson, M.R, 
Thackrah, Geo, Feltham, Middx, Esq, Nov 5. Re Thackrah, V. C. 


Stuart. 
Waugh, Jolin, Douglas, Isle of Man, Gont. Nov 5. Waugh v. Waugh, 
V.C, Wood. 


TougsDay, Aug. 25, 1863. 
Smart, Harriet, Horsham, Widow. Nov7, Sendall v. Hammond, V. C. 
Kindersley. 
Assignments for Benet of Creditors. 
Fripay, Ang. 21, 1863. 
Peel, David, Elland, York, Woollen Manufacturer. July 30. Chadwick, 


wsbury. 
Restarick, Wm, Axminster, Devon, Draper. July 27, Dommett & Can- 
F Tuespar, Aug. 25, 1863. 


ning, Chari 

Ford, Hugh Harris, Watling-st, London, Warehouseman. July 27. 
Linklater & Hackwood, Walbrook. 

Forster, Jas, Boltonfellend, Cumberland, Innkeeper. July 28. Carrick 
& Lee, Brampton. 
Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 

Faiway, Aug. 21, 1863. 
Atkinson, Cornelius, Sheffield, Currier. July 23. Comp. ng Figs Bit 
— Jas, a estield, Chester, Silk Manufacturer. July 28. ip. 
Aug 19. 

Brown, Wm, Portsmouth, Victualler. Aug 18. Asst. Reg Aug 20. 

Caplen, Chas, Braintree, Essex, Draper. duly 29. Asst. ues Aug 20. 
Christian, Wm, Lpool, Tailor, Aug 14. Guay. Bee Ase 

Clough, Hy, Charch, Blackburn, Plumber. Aug 8 Anat. | Rag, Avg 1s. 

Cullen, John, Birkenhead, Builder. July 27. Ast 

Dyson, Wm Hy, Northampton, Grocer. Jul, * oa beg A 19, 

Evans, John Evan, Bury, Grocer, Aug 4, p. 

Frinneby, Augustus Fras Richd, Guildersford, sureailion, ytd Bristle 
Merchant's Clerk. Aug i5. Comp. Reg Aug 20, ; 

hy Thos, High-st, Peckham, Brush Manufacturer, July 21. Cony. 

18, 
ey . Joseph, John-st, Fitzroy-sq, Pianoforte Maker. July 28. Comp. 
ee tart tad Wincheomb, Gloucester, Wheelwright. July 21. Asst. 
18. 

Hooton, Luke Foster, Lpool, Victualler, Aug 5. Cony, Reg Aug 20. 

Hunt, Raymond, Eydon, Northampton, Innkeeper. July 30, Cony. Reg 
Aug 18. 

Jackson, Chas, Dukinfield, Chester, Builder. Aug 15. Comp. Reg Aug 21. 

Jaques, Robt, Doncaster, Cordwainer, July 24. Asst. Reg Aug + 

Jefferys, Geo, Hatifax, Wood Turner. July 24, Conv. Reg Aug 19. 

Kirch! r, Emil, Barnet-st, a Hackney-rd, Boot Manufac- 
turer. July 25. Asst. Reg Aug 19. 

Loomes, Edwd (there Edwd Loomes Wells), Whittlesey, Farmer. 
July 23. Asst, Reg Aug 19. 

MeVittie, John, Bla¢kburn, Draper. July 31. Asst. Reg Aug 21. 

Millard, John, Bath, aly 23. Conv. Aug ig. 

Moore, Jas, Southsea, ‘Auctioneer. Aug Asst. 

Restarick, Wm, Axminster, Draper. pty 27. Asst. Aug 19, 

Richards, File, Cormel Telgentesene, Oxford-st, Dealer in Fancy Goods. 


Aug 3. 
Rose, Sohn, ng Coddenham, Suffolk, Miller, be 30. Conv. Reg Aug 20. 
— vores St Luke’ ‘8, Middx, Oil and Colourman, Aug 1. 


Thoma, Oo Guilith, Cn Cnichstei-vitias, Kilburn, Surveyor. Aug 18. Conv. 


restos My 3 Jas, Bath, Builder. July 24. Conv. Reg Aug 19. 
Worthington, Joseph Russell, Leicester, Architect. Aug 3. Comp. Reg 


Aug 20, 
" Toxrspay, Aug. 25, 1863. 
Anderson, Jas Turner, Sherborne-lane, London, Sack Maker, July 31. 
Asst. Reg Aug 22. 
sree, ei Porchfield, Isle of Wight, Builder. Auz:20.. Asst. Reg 
” John, eee a nr Wigan, Builder. July 29. 
Comp. Reg Aug 24 : wad ad 
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og gt an Bacup, Lancaster, Stone Mason. July 25. Cony. 


22. 
pabbage, dwin John, Exeter, Bookseller. July 29. Asst. oe aee. 
Bishop, Wm, » sod Job Bbevene Aue Asst. Reg Aug 
Bult, Hy Benj, and Ebene Won, Quebec, Marylebone, 
Bumby, Th * wa Sectenen Ang 18, Asst. Reg Aug 22, 
Chew, ED ve meer Cn Aug Lm te = ae 
Calite, Jada, Bussell-s Surgven. "Ang 1 Comp 


Curtis, John, Leamington Priors, Chemist. rm bee on 22. 
ine Coventry, Attorney and Solicitor. % Conia 


Flintoff, John, Notts, Printer. Ang 19. Asst. tt 24. 
Ford, Hugh 7 aa Watiling-street, Warehouseman. Sy 27. Asst. 


Reg Aug 24 

Green, Jee, North Walsham, Norfolk, Milliner. July 29. Asst, Reg 
we, oho, Backpoo Lancaster, Cigar Dealer. Aug 8. Conv. Reg 
Haro, Adam, Bary, Lancaster, Cabinet Mak. July 28. Conv. Reg 


ume, Magy Ann. evthagg Abbey, Surrey, Widow, Silk Printer. Aug 11. 
Comp. 

Marshall, Geo, Cheltenham, Music Master. Aug ll. Asst. Reg Aug 24. 

ae gg Sy + tance Anderson, Birmingham, Factors. July 27. 

McLeod, Thos, ey, Lancaster, Plumber and Glazier. July 29. Asst. 


Reg Aug 24 
ie nart , Aylsham, Norfolk, Plumber and Glazier. July 27. Asst. 


Reg Ai 

Philips, Won, Sussex, Grocer. July 28. Cony. Reg Aug 22. 
Ramsden, Thos. and Samuel ae oe “a a Winchester-street, 
Merchants, Aug 18. Asst. 


ug Reg Aug 
Nee ten hag 34 Clampitt, St. hak , Corn Merchant. Aug 13. 
Sidon, Jo, Lacoser, Printer. Aug 8. Asst. ee Aug 22. 
Jos, Corn Miller. July 25. 


Terry, Reg Aug 22. 
Terry, wm, Ashton-under- mney Grocer. pt 6. Asst. Reg Aug 22. 
Th , Geo, Macclesfield Throwster. Aug 5. . Reg Aug 24. 
John, Tow Law, Durham, Grocer, Aug 10. Asst. Reg Aug 24. 
Bankrupts. 
To Surrender in London. 


Farway, Aug. 21, 1863. 
Chandler, Kenelm, juan, my pg oe Lancaster-rd, Notting-hill, 
Builder. Pet Aug 19. Sept8at2. Orchard, John-st, Bedford-row. 
Du Blaisel, Ernest Michel, Gloucester-crescent, Regent’s-park, Commis- 
pow we, Pet Aug 12 (for pau), Sept 2 atl. 
Dee , Wm, Seymour-pl, ter. Pet Aug 19. Sept 
Doughty, Devonshire-st, Great Portland-st 
a Benge, Sut Maken. Pet Aug 8. Sept 8 at 12. 
. Wm, Trinity-st, Liverpool-rd, Islington, out of employ. Pet Aug 
ra Ls Aldridge. J 
Oxford-st, Artist. Pet Aug 17. Sept Sat 11. 
oe tent teen Te io. mesh ania 
Goode, lew-st, Turk- nal«green, Manilla Square 
Manufacturer. Pet Aug 17. Sept@at ll. Bartley, Bucklersbury. 


Widow. Adj Aug 3. Sati. 
Salk & Martineay. King Syn, 9 ans ee 
Retailer. Pet Aug’ 15. Sept 2 


commons. 
Toman, Wan am fe Bansonet. sie eae out.of business. Pet Aug 
= Norwich, ot of bs tines Sept 
say Go ie emhens rie Pet Aug 17. 8 at 12. 
Jerdein, Micheal, Store, Boost, Gent. Pet Aug 15. Sept 2 at 1. 
in. 
, Manager to a Beershop Keeper. 


rari. Bassett, 0 

ati. 

Septet 1. Raswens, Mark-lase, Farrier, Pet Aug 17. 
by os 


Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Oli; Hy Wm, agg oh ua ca business. Pet Aug 18. 
Sati. Wells, M 
; Dudley-grove, Paddington-green, 
Foreman in the London General Omnibus Company, Limited. Pet Aug 
18, Sept Sat 1. Phipps, Coleman-st. 
yi A a Pet Aug 17. Sept 8 
at 11. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jew 
supter, Wi Ack, O14 Bally, Baker, ” Pet Aug 17. Sept 6 at 12, Hare, 
‘st. 
Southwark- Southwark, Assistant to a Grocer. 
ee amp yy Sag ote & Wolferstan, Gresham-st, 






Everton, Drysalter. Adj Aug 17. Lpool, Sept 
ns an nc a, Tee, Pet Aug 19, Salford, Sept 5-at 





ey ag to cer eoreees Pet Aug 17. Newport, 
‘Beto, Ginger Bose Manatee, Adj Aug 

lense esi Be Boowd fen Linea ba er Fe bag 
Thos, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet Aug 17, Lineoln, Sept. 2 at 24. 


Coupland, 

Toynbee, Lincoln, 

ee erate, Behera Sees, See. ea Exe- 
Finckenstadt, Edw, Sou! Sagar Refiner. Pee ang i. booth 


9ati2. M 
Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 19. Briss 
. Pet Ang 13. Belper, Sept 3 
Greehalgh, Elias, Lipoal, Dealer in Oils. 17, Lped, 2. 
Griffiths, Wm, Fishguard, Sedition Aug i4, Bcatet- 
west, Sept 19 at 19. Parry, Pembroke Dock. 
Wm, Kidderminster, Gardener. Pet Aug 15. Kidderminster, Sept 
16 at 10. Saunders, Kidderminster. 


. Little Lever, Lancaster, Manufacturer. Pet Manch, 
lena Richardson, — 
. Exeter, Sept 


Stafford, J Sine Pet 
Sept 3 at 11.30. Litchfield, Neweastlo-t Lyme, Ang 18, Stone, 
a Liynegr, Lianasa, Flint, Brewer. A@j Aug 15. Lpool, Sept 


= + ~~ eeemncens Pet Aug 17. Bristol, Sept 4 at 1. 
Sunderland, Shipbroker, Pet Aug 17. Senderland, Sept 
tati2. Graham, 8: 
Mollart, Thos. Stoke-upon-Trent, Coal Dealer. Adj Ang 10. 
Stoke- -upon-Trent, Sept 5 at 11, 1 Litchfield, Ne 
Murdoch, Alexander, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hatter. Pet Aug 18. 
castie-tpon-Tyne, Sept 4 at 12, 2. Scaife & Britton, Newcastle-upon- 


North, Wm, Torquay, Corn Dealer. Pet Aug (7. Exeter, Sept 9 at 12. 
Huggins, Exeter. 
Nowell, John Wotton, Brixham, Devon, Shipowner. Pet Ang 17. Exeter, 
a, 4at\. Taylor, Brixham, and Flond, 
Benj Grimshaw, Lpool, Dealer in Plaster of Paris, A@j Aug 17. 


15. Biggleswade, S 


gest heat Grocer. Pet 17. Barn- 
ves, nr * x : 

paths 7at3. Backhouse & Whittam A oye 

‘ower, Wm, olverhampton, 
Sept 28 at 12. Thu Ww 

Rawlings, Hy David, Falmouth, Cora Grocer. Pet Augi8, Exeter, 
Sept 9at 1. Moorman, Falmouth, and Exeter. 

Robinson, Thos, Bishop's Cleeve, Gloucester, . A Aug i. 


Rowe, Thos, Lpool, Corn Dealer. Adj . Ante 17. TR ge tidy at it. 
Rale, Wm, Workington, Cumberland, 17. 

mouth, Oct 5at3. Moordaff, 
Ryder, Wm Hy, Leicester, Grocer. Pet Aug 15. Leicester, Sept 5 at 10.30. 


Petty, Leicester 
Smith, Paul Mowniea, Huntingdon ok, Leeann Labourer. Pet 


Ang 18. York, Sept 7 at 11. Oin & Salih 
Stith, David, Middlesborough, Maho aren y “Pat Ane 10 Stockton- 
on-Tees, Aug 31 at 11. Simpson, Yarm and 


Stones, Wm, jun, Leominster, Sontenk, out of business. Pet Ang 20. 
Birm, Sept 4 at 12. ce, ae 
Sept it 12. ‘aioe 
ampton, 9 ai 
Theaker, Jas, Morley, Y Ofl Dealer, Pet 14, Dewsbury, Sept 
18 at &, “Toerson,‘Dewsb sae 


webury. 
Trt, Joh, Sr Swansea, Tailors Reg Aug 17. Swansea, Sept 9 at 12. 
Thompson, Rehd. Bilston, Stafford, Butcher. Pet, Wolverhampton, Sept 
Seon ig 


28 ab 
Thurstan, Hy. W alsall, Commission Agent. Pet. Walsall, Sept 1 at 20. 
& ‘Lewis, Walsall. 
oY Se gy Int omg , nr Manch, Butcher. Adj July 15. Manch, 
at 


Gardner, 
Walker, Wm Hopwood, Leeds, Maltster. Pet Aug 18. Leeis, Sept 7 at 
11.15. ae toe 
vo , Barnsley, Innkeeper. Adj Ang 14. Leeds, Sept 7 
Williams, John, Colwyn, Liandrillo-yn “Rhos, hee. Cacuacron, Cordwainer. 
Pet Aug 10, Conway, ng 36 at Ui oulkes, Bangor. 
Winspear, Chas, California, eee Pet Ang 14. Hartle- 
EE TEES soem. tiem Bl 
ow yk Ht Haigh, Huddersfield, 
Weis: So fen. Lincoln, Attorney's Clerk. Pet Aug 17, Lincoln, Sept 1 
: Tuxspar, August 25, 1863. 
To Surrender in London. 
‘m, Duke-st, out of employ. Pet Aug 21. 
sept Ta ao ek oan Be 
ay. Shae a Oeee Pet Aug 20. Septéat®. Law- 
rance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
ea Te z 
Hy, Tottenham-ct-rd, Boot Maker. Pet Aug 22. Tt. 
con, ay Sept 


Sept 7 at 11, 
Crammack, Thos, Sue-lene, London, Whelessde Statiener. Pet Aug 20. 
“Lows & Laws, Biy-p 
-8t, Deptford, Baker. Adj Aug 17, Sept 8.062. 


Gardens, 8t Marylebone, Mariner. Pet 
% 12, Aldridge. 
: setae ca Coal Merchant. Pet Aug 20. Sopt 7 
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oe Sept 8 at 2. 
% ai 
Feldwick, Geo, 
Aug 20. Sept8at3. Venn, New-inn. 
Forbes, Andrew, Totton, Southampton, Stationer. Pet Aug 22. Sept 7 
atl. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Forster, Robt, Sussex-st, Pimlico, out of business. Pet Aug 22 (for pau). 
Meo atl, Aldridge. 

ee a me Adj Aug 17. ry td pa 
Kerra, Go, a Norwich, Grocer. Pet Aug 


ne ee Veneer Seller. Pet Aug 
& Hackwood, Walbrook. 


Aldridge. 
Sept 7 at 11. 


Sadd, 
Hants, Trainer of Race Horses. Pet Aug 21, 
ew-inn, agent for Paffard, Portsea. 
Camberwell, Baker. Pet Aug 21. Sept7 


South Molton-st. 
Washington-pl, Peckham, Clerk to a Benevolent 
Sept 7 at 12. Hare, Basinghall-st. 
Strand, no occupation. Adj Aug 17. Sept 8 at 2. 


Osjun, Stan; Chitiatest, Butcher. Pet Aug 20. tae sen, Trehern 
& White, Bucklersbury, agents for a 
London, Commission Agent. Pet Aug 


Poucheé, Geo John, Old Broad-st, 
a ). Sept7 atl. Aldridge. 
” Sohn Wi Wellard, -market, Southwark, Fruit Salesman. 
“inte —— Silvester, Great Dover-st. 
Moorgate-st, Merchant. Pet Aug 20. Sept 


Rossiter, 
8 at Ll. Atwuret & On, Old Jewry. 
Binstead, nr Ryde, out of business. 


Sharp, Nehemiah, Ninham Farm, 
Pet Aug 21. Sept 7 at 12. Jones, New-iam, agent for Patera, Portesa. 
Shaw, Saml, Tonbridge, Coal Merchant. a + lh alae 
Sandys & Knott, Gray's-inn-sa, agents for Hayward, Roches! 
Stride, Sarah Eliz, & Francis Conduit-st, Mddix, Onthitters. Pet 
Aug 13. Sept8at ll. Lawrence & Co, Bread-st 
Ponsonby-ter, Pimlico, Commission "Agent. Pet Aug 21 
(for pau). Sept 7 ati. Aldridge. 
bar re ty Frederic, Egerton-rd, Greenwich, Bill Broker. Adj Aug 17. Sept 
8 at 
Weeks, Wm, Foot Cray, Kent, Oster. Pet Aug 22. Sept 7 at 2. Lang- 


To Surrender in the Country. 
John, Gateshead, out of business. Pet Aug 20. Gateshead, 
Sept 10 at 12. Joel, Newcastle-upon- 
Atkinson, » Misson, Lincoln, out of business Pet July 24. Leeds, 
Sept 7811.15, Cartwright & Son, Bawtry, and Blackburn, Leeds. 
, Fishmonger. Pet Aug 19 (for pau). Leicester, 
£5 at 10. Haxby, 
Thos, Aller, nr Somerset, Shoemaker. Pet Aug 14. 
Basil whe, tlat?2. Reed, 


arian Fruiterer. Pet Aug 12. Hull, Sept 
eet Drewes Assistant. Pet Aug 
‘Tyne, ‘Merchant Tailor. Pet Aug 12. 

upon- 

Jas Hill, Manufacturer. Pet Aug 19. Birm, Sept 
yy Powell & Son, Birm. id 
Clough, J: Salford, Drover. ‘Pet Aug 10 (for pau). Lancaster, Sept 

lf atil. Gardner, Manch. 
Edw, Mn og ile Needle Manufacturer. Pet Aug 21, 
Birm, Sept 4 at 12. Wright, Birm. 
Coombes, Jas, Paignton, Devon, Carpenter. Pet Aug 19. Totnes, Sept 
5 ati2. Carter, Torqua: 


y- 
Thos, Greenside, nr Blaydon, Durham, Commission Agent. Pet 
17 (for pau). Durham, Sept 19 at 12. Thompson & Lisle, Durham. 


Chantler, Wm , 
Sept 4'at 12. Joel, Newcastle- 
a gy ag 


Wheeler, Manch. 
mission Agent. Pet Aug 21. Bradford, Sept 


coeur, Grocer. Pet July 25, 
oak tees oe J 


Meas Cook." Pe Pet “Aug 13. Farnham, Sept 
Pants Coes, B Byte, Isle of Wight, Painter. Pet Aug 15 (for pau). 


magn wey heel 
Elliott, Richd setiand. 8 Southborough, Tonbridge, paper, Pet Aug 
21. Tonbridge Wells, Sept 7 at 1. Arnold, Tonbridge W 

tne. Fee, Ctines Hettt. ee ci Brad- 
10.30. Haigh, Hi 

Commission Agent. Pet Aug 22. Birm, Sept 7 at 12. 


ON = glace Pet Aug 19. Bristol, 


% Shetcia, Cet Cutler. Adj Aug 14. oe it 5 at 10, 

jewcastie-upon- Plasterer, Pet A’ ewcastle- 
spon Tyne, 

’ , Artificial Florist. Pet Aug 


ur Manch, Weaver. Pet Aug 10 (for pau). 
. ™ Gardner, Manch 
Old-rd, nr Manch. Pet Aug 10 (for pau). 
Gardner, Manch. 


>a) ae 
Se 


oF 


~~ 


ia hia 


Tipton, Miner. fet Ang i8, Dudley, Sept 3 at 11. Maltby, 


Geo, Gateshead, Commission Agent. Pet Aug 22. Gateshead, 
Sept 6 at 12. Seaife & Britton, Neweastie-upon-Tyne. 
Geo Griffiths, Everton, Lpool, out of business, Pet Aug 12 (for 
ewe seer Aig dd Gardner, Manch, 
Hunter, Wm, Preston, Coal Dealer. Pet Aug 20. Preston, Sept 10 at 10, 


Jou, Reb, Tavemepite, Pembroke, Farmet. Pet Aug 20. Narberth, 
“eat Lascelles, Narberth. 
Law, Jes Walker, Sele, Chester, Viumber and Glazier. Pet Aug 11. 
ati2. Gardner, Manch, 


Leaver, Wms fhy, Redditch, Worcester, , 
porer, Wm Hy Pet Aug 17. Redditch, Sept 7 


Linklaters 
St Martin’s-ct, Leicester-sq, Coffee House Keeper. Pet, 





‘ ey ae Pet Aug 13. Alton, Sept. if 4 
ee ite, ae enter Pet Aug 22. Lpool, Sept? 


atll. Hindle, k 
Mitchell, Benj, & Jas Mitchell, Leeds, Commission Agents, Pet Aug %i. 
“Toe tart 7 at 10.15. North & Son, Be, 

Meese, Sots a Devon, Grocer. Pet Aug 24. Exeter, Sept 7 at : 
. Fryer, r. a 
Grocer. Pet Aug 7. Abex 
Mette Ses av ie awe Abevai ' 
Naylor, on ey Carlisle, Shoemaker. Pet Aug 20. Carlisle, Sept 10 ati, q 
Newton, John, Scarborough, Butcher. Adj Aug 14, Leeds, Sept 7 
at 11.15. fl 
-— 4 Miller, Bishop Auckland, Emigration Agent. Pet Aug 20, — 
Auckland, Sept 10 at 10. Proud, Bishop Auckland. E. 
eb EY mre Eating-house Keeper. Pet Aug 22, — 
Sat ll. Morgan, a 
er, Robt, jam Stokesley, York, Attorney-at-Law. Adj Aug 14, 


Newcastle pon-Tyne, 4 

Pepper, J —, tates sueceaee Dealer. Pet Aug 20. Wakefield, Sept 

ig how mr Bridgend, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 19. Bridg-. — 
Stockwood, B: 


Richards, Da 
end, Sept 5 at uM. 
Thos, Wavertree, nr Liverpool. out of business. Pet AugiO — 
(for pau). Sec licennee, anton Gardner, q 
Skeffi Ed r Lancaster, Butcher, Pet Aug 10 (for 
- Gardner, Manchester. % 
y, and Heald Maker. Pet Aug 17. — 
t 10 at 3. Harle, Leeds 


8 Buchanan, Shiffnal, Salop, Plumber, Pet Aug 21, — 
Madeley, Sept 12 at 12. Walker, Wellington. ae 
Wakefield, Wm, Gloucester, Grocer. Pet Aug 21, Bristol, Sept 4at 11. 
Wilkes, Gloucester. 


Ward, Hannah, Tunstall, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 21. Woodbridge, Sept 10 
at 3. Pollard. Ipswich 4 


ich. 
Westcott, Jas, -upon-Hull, Smack Owner. Adj Aug 12. King- 
ston-upon-Hull, latill. Reed, Hull. “a 
byw ‘m, . Printer. Pet Aug 20, Manchester, Sept 8 at 


Soke ‘ 

Woodgates, J ingham, Journeyman Coffee Mill Maker, Pet Aug © 
19. Dirnningbann S Sept 28.at 10. King, Birmingham. e 

Worth, Fras Burton, Rothwell, York, out of tosnese Pet Aug 19. © 
Leeds, Sept 25 at 12. Turner, Rothwell. q 

BANKRUPTCY ARBULND. 
Torspar, Aug. 25, 186: 

Ahmuty, Ch pen Ree Regent-st, Midd. ia uly 24. 

Hollis, Wm Jas, Cowes, Baker. Aug 

Lewis, John, Toxteth- park, Lpool, puns, “Aug. 12 
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By TENNISON EDWARDS, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 2 
OTAN DA, No. 4, published ‘this day, contains 219 — 
Notes of Decisions in the Superior Courts of Law and Equity, 
making, with the previous numbers, 804 Notes, every mee dy manner the — 
ee ee ee eee eee eae i case 
ony paviiay utility, reported during current year. 4 
tion of the Statute Law, by Statute, is introduced for the first time 
this number. OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. ; 
“We are sure that the undertaking i be warmly welcomed by 
working Barrister and every ig te A prraPen Rae eta it | 
cutheti indeed, all who aim at being lawye' cae se ; 
name, haye a direct interest in it. me Surist, M E 
“We have received the first number of this publication, and can testify © 
to its accuracy and usefulness.”—Solicitors’ Journal, May 9 4 
Price |s. 6d., or 12s. 6d. per annum, and 15s. with adhesive backs, 
T. F, A. Dar, 13, Carey-street, Lincoln’s- 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent arpa : 
Iron Fenders, 3s. 6d.; Brouzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards ; ug i : 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 28. 6d. to 20s, ¢t 3 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. set of six. Table Knives and — 

Forks, 8s. dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. 6d, set of three; elegant Pa; Maché di 25s. the set. .T 4 

= F ermtmgy 5s. 64.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen 

cottage, £3, Slack’s —, has celebrated for 50 
ae Keives, 1 vs oy and 18s, per dozen. White Bone 

» 8s. 9d, and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All ware 


As ge limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
pormeny are requested to send for their Catalogue, ™ hort. being er 4 
prices of Electro Plate, Warranted vy al Cutlery, F 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or Seeiy arte ee 
figures at the same low prices for to their estab’ a 
aceraied tes naarty 40 seem, Orders ‘above #2 dell carlin 36 fxoe: | 
per 4 


RICHARD AND JOHN SLACK, 396, STRAND, LonDot, 
Opposite Somerset House. 








O SOLICITORS, &c., requiring. DEED BOXES, q 
Seni ee ne See Lista — 

of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 2 
RICHARD and JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, ~ 
Established nearly 50 years. Goluas ehevedit eittauaeaee ; 


LBION SNELL, WATCHMAKER, JEWEL. | 
LER, &c., 114, High Holborn, W.C., (seven doors o- of King-st.) 


London, Every ‘watch skilfully examined, timed, and Rete tate 
,- 
on 





age gg Gold Watches, eye 30gs. to Ign. mse dit ditto, 
siven when ied chk choice nel ane g of Freeh a 
or es wees, High itoltore owe bart, 





ae te j 


et Ge. 


= i ne 











